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the partitioning of Lithuania and that the
United States continue to recognize the sov-
ereignty of the Republic of Lithuania; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

419, By Mr. HOEVEN: Petition of Rev.
Francis Martin Ruland and other citizens of
Bloux City, Iowa, in opposition to any repre-
sentation of organized religion at the peace
conference unless representation is open to
every denomination and sect, and then only
in an advisory capacity, where the interests
of constituencies are concerned; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

420. Also, petition of Rev. Francis Martin
Ruland and other citizens of Sioux City,
Iowa, In opposition to the passage of any
postwar conscription measure until after
the final cessation of present hostilities,
and until a thorough formation of a plan
has been presented to the American people
in a plebiscite; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

421. Also, petition of Rev. Francis Martin
Ruland and other citlzens of Sioux City,
Iowa, in opposition to personal representa-
tion of the President of the United States at
the Vatican and to formal ambassadorship
from the United States to the Vatican; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

422. By Mr. McGREGOR: Petition of sun-
dry citizens of Richland County, Ohio, pro-
testing transfer of troops from the European
theater of war to the Pacific battle fronts;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

423. By Mr. MERROW: Petition adopted
by the board of directors of the New England
Farm Equipment Dealers’ Association, favor-
ing the erasure of Federal tax exemptions to
any and all groups in competition with tax-
paying business that the original constitu-
tional concept of tax equality may again be
realized; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

424, By the SPEAKER: Petition of the
Filipino Community Council of Honoluly,
petitioning consideration of their resolution
with reference to expression of thankfulness
for the prompt passage of the Filipino nat-
uralization bill in the House of Representa-
tives; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

425, Also, petition of the crew of the B. B.
Santa Marta, United Fruit Co., with 48 sig-
natures, petitioning consideration of their
resolution with reference to enactment of a
merchant seamen’s bill of rights along the
lines of the one passed by a grateful Nation
in behalf of our armed forces; to the Com-~
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries.

426. Also, petition of the City Council of
the City of Cambridge, Mass., petitioning
consideration of their resolution with refer-
ence to favorable passage of the merchant
seamen's bill of rights, to the Committee on
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

SENATE

Tuespay, Aprrir 24, 1945
(Legislative day of Monday, April 16,
1945)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D, offered the {following
prayer:

Father of all mankind, whose heart is
wide to harbor all our race yet knoweth
each as a shepherd knows his sheep, in
all our aimless wanderings we turn un-
filled to Thee, the Good Shepherd, for
it is Thy rod and Thy staff that comfort
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us. May Thy goodness and mercy follow
those who from this Chamber have sped
to the east to witness the ghastly exhibit
of human perversity at its worst and
those who have journeyed to the west to
vow with freemen, whose faith and arms
have brought arrogant tyranny to the
dust, that under God there shall be a
new birth of freedom and enduring peace
in all the earth. May this convening
congress of freemen by the side of the
vast sea herald the fulfillment at last
of every prophet’s dream of a golden
day for all the sundered sons of the one
Father—

“When the war drums throb no longer
And the battle flags are furled
In the parliament of man—
The federation of the world.”

In the dear Redeemer’s name. Amen.
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. HirL, and by unani-
mous consent, the reading of the Journal
of the proceedings of the calendar day
Monday, April 23, 1945, was dispensed
with, and the Journal was approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—
APPROVAL OF BILLS

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States were communicated
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his
secretaries, and he announced that on
April 23, 1945, the President had ap-
proved and signed the following acts:

8 288 An act for the relief of the Lawrence
Motor Co., Inc.;

5.580. An act authorizing the Administra-
tor of Veterans’ Affairs to grant an easement
in certain lands of the Veterans' Adminis-
tration, Dallas, Tex., to Dallas County, Tex.,
for highway purposes; and

8. 531. An act to authorize the Administra-
tor of Veterans' Affairs to transfer by quit-
claim deed to the city of Los Angeles, Calif.,
for fire-station purposes, the title to certain
land located at Veterans’ Administration
faciiity. Los Angeles, Calif.

THE SHORTAGE OF FARM LABOR

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, a week
ago the Senate by unanimous vote
adopted an amendment to the national
draft law which would forestall the ef-
fects of the arbitrary selective-service
ruling which was stripping the farms of
needed and irreplaceable help. Last
week, also, I addressed a letter to the
Secretary of Agriculture, the War Man-
power Director, and the Director of Se-
lective Service, respectively, requesting
that they immediately confer with one
another and with the military in order
to institute remedial measures which
would get more hands on the farms. I
ask unanimous consent that this letter
be printed in the Recorp at this point.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

(The letter is as follows:)

APRIL 21, 1945.
Hon. Cravne R. WICKARD,
Secretary of Agriculture,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR SECRETARY WICKARD: I am certain that
in view of the tremendous drain which is
going to be put upon America to provide for
the starving and undernourished millions in
Europe, you cannot be unaware of the im-
perative need of immediately getting more
help back on the farms, into food production
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plants, the milk and cheese factories, can-
neries, etc. You cannot be unaware of the
fact that only by providing more hands for
agricultural production can we be adequate
to the challenge which has been placed
upon us.

You know what has happened, for example,
in Holland, with the land inundated, the
livestock gone, the pecple hungry. All across
the European Continent the fields that could
be producing are black with the wastage of
war. The hands that could be at work on
them are dispersed, and when they are avail-
able are often sick and undernocurished.

‘We cannot allow those whom we have 1ib-
erated to starve.

I am, therefore, respectfully asking of you
that you get together with the military and
explore every possible means by which more
agricultural help may be made available for
food production, for example, through the
release of needed workers now in the armed
forces. .

Time Is crucial. Indecision, buck passing,
or excuses of today will have terrible reper-
cussions tomorrow. I implore you on behalf
of America's nutritional welfare, on behalf of
that of our fighting sons and daughters and
that of our millions of allies, those under
arms and civillans, to confer and take con-
structive action at the earliesk possible
moment,

I shall be awaiting definite word from you.

With kind regards, I remain,

Sincerely yours,
ALEXANDER WILEY.

(Same letter sent to Maj. Gen. Lewis B.
Hershey, Director, National Selective Service,
and War Manpower Director Paul V. MeNutt.)

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, evidences
are mounting at every hand pointing to
the gravity of the farm help situation.
The draft and migration to the cities
have wrought a tremendous reduction
in the farm force. Right now farm labor
employment is at its lowest seasonal level
since the Government started keeping
records of it 21 years ago. The farm
labor force is estimated to be 8,500,000
persons, including a little less than
7,000,000 family workers and 1,500,000
hired workers, This force is 150,000 per-
sons below that of a year ago. This
morning’s newspapers carry the report
of 750,000 seasonal women workers being
needed to harvest 1945 crops.

Not only has the farm labor supply
declined in quantity, it has also de-
teriorated as regards quality. Because
there is so much inexperienced help on
the farms, there is unprecedented break-
age in the handling of farm machinery,
and, furthermore, the War Production
Board has recently drastically slashed
the production of new farm equipment.

On the other side of the picture, the
farmer is confronted with spectacular
demands and is valiantly striving to
meet them; 363,000,000 acres are being
planted this year. The largest wheat
crop ever produced in this country is
forecast by the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

The dairy picture presents the same
challenging story. Last year lend-lease
deliveries of food and other agricultural
products to our allies totaled seven and
one-fourth billion pounds. Of this figure,
dairy deliveries totaled one and three-
eighths billion pounds and were second
only to shipments of meat and meat
preducts at two and one-fourth billion
pounds. In 1944, out of every dollar
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spent for food supplies for the armed
forces and lend-lease, 15.6 cents went
for dairy products. In World War No. 1
the expenditure was 2 cents. For the
first time since the outbreak of the war,
the staggering milk production goal of
120,000,600,000 pounds is expected to be
met. Moreover, for the first time in his-
tory, butter is officially a part of the over-
seas ration of our soldiers. One of the
officials of the Quartermaster Corps has
said:

I see nothing in this year's prospects that
the world will not require all the milk and

milk products, especially butter, which can
be produced.

The sentiment is echoed by Marvin
Jones, War Food Administrator. In a
recent letter to the chairman of the Dairy
Month Committee, Judge Jones stated:

The need for dairy products both for mili-
tary and civilian use will be urgent for some
time to come. May I ask that the official
Dairy Month Committee and the entire dairy
industry again make Dairy Month the occa-
slon for a special effort to impress upon every-
one the importance of dairy products in our
war effort®

The War Food Administration more
* than doubled the amount of creamery
butter which must be set aside for Gov-
ernment purchase in April and May com-
pared to that required to be set aside in
February and March. The quotas will
take 40 percent of all butter produced in
April and 55 percent of the May output.

From all these indications and others,
it is obvious that the Government, in-
cluding every agency and official in-
volved, must explore every possible phase
to make available to the farmers abso-
lutely needed help. At a recent dairy
meeting held in my State, it was esti-
mated that 2,500 more men working a
60-hour week will be required to manu-
facture and handle milk products during
the flush period of production in Wiscon-
sin this spring. The situation through-
out the Nation reflects the same crisis in
farm manpower. What is the Govern-
ment going to do about it?

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, it is nec-
essary for me to be out of the Senate
Chamber on naval matters until half-

- past 2 or 3 o'clock, and I ask to be ex-
cused.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection? The Chair hears none,
and the Senator is excused.

DEVELOPMENT OF INTERNATIONAL
MUSIC RELATIONSHIP AS MINISTER OF
GOOD WILL

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, these are
historic days, full of rapid-moving
events, ;

After the death of the leader of this
Nation, President Roosevelt, we had 3
days when the radio and the music lovers
of America cooperated. We heard from
the great organs and choirs of our
churches, from the great orchestras,
from the great opera singers of America,
from the great musicians, instrumental
and vocal. This music lifted the spirit
of America. In this great outflow of har-
mony there was nothing that cramped
the soul or stunted the intellect. Rather,
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there was spiritual uplift; there was
power and beauty in the experience.

We know that what the world needs is
a spiritual renaissance. Hearts are hun-
gry for more light. In the days which
lie ahead every force that is constructive
should be utilized to antidote the unrest,
to make sure that men work for the high-
est type of service and not for mere expe-
diency. We have seen—and our brethren,
who are now overseas, when they come
back will report to us—how, when na-
tions sell their birthright for a mess of
pottage, they descend to the level of
the brute. It is for us to maintain our
birthright by radiating power, the spirit
of tolerance, and brotherly love, and
service—the current coin of the soul.

One avenue through which this can
be accomplished in music.

Music is an international language, a
common bond, and is universal in expres-
sion. It will be extremely important in
the preservation of lasting peace and
harmony and will be of incalculable
value in promoting appreciation, under-
standing, and good will among all na-
tions and peoples,

The psychology and philosophy of get-
ting music with its wealth of beauty into
the minds and hearts of all peoples will
have a profound effect upon the future
of all mankind. To aid in the difficult
periods of unrest and unsettlement,
music—the right kind of music—will
serve as an inspiration and also encour-
agement,

There is a definite relationship be-
tween mental and physical nourishment.
To be most effective, both should go hand
in hand.

Music, with its wealth of beauty, has
always been of major importance as a
common bond, language, and interest
among all nations and peoples, and is
universal in expression.

Mr. President, there was forwarded to
me the other day a proposed plan by Mr,
Allen F. H. Swanson, of Milwaukee, Wis.,
a program which includes international
short-wave radio programs in which
premiere and outstanding performances
would be transmitted and others received
in return.

I ask that this 10-point plan be print-
ed in the REecorp at this place in my
remarks.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The plan is as follows:

PROPOSED INTERNATIONAL PosT-WarR Music
PROGRAM
TEN POINT PLAN (TENTATIVE)

(Includes radlio short wave, concerts, and

music productions)

1. To develop and project international
music relationship as a minister of good will,
appreciation, and understanding, and as a

force in the preservation of peace and har-
mony.

2. To coordinate and concentrate all inter-
ests and efforts and assist in arrangements
and program details for music productions,
performances, and concerts, and to make
available to all nations and peoples the music
accomplishments and high standards of ar-
tistry as derived from the Inherent initiative
and ingenuity of the masters.

3. To arouse Interest and stimulate the
study of the art and science of national and
international music.
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4. To encourage compositions for premier
performances in radio short wave and music
productions; performances, and concerts,

5. To promote close unity and cooperation
among all artists, music organizations, com-~
panies and educational institutions through
an exchange of views and experiences on
problems and issues of mutual interest.

6. To encourage the opening of new fron-
tiers of opportunity for musicians and the
expansion of music activities to countries all
over the world, and to foster free enterprise.

7. To consolidate the knowledge and ex-
periences of authorities in a central organ-
ization and to administer sound advice and
recommendations.

8. To supply press, radio, magazines, post-~
ers, trade publications, and other media
with news concerning progress and activities
of .international music developments, pro-
ductions, and performances.

9. To encourage the prompt enactment of
legislation which will provide sound policies
and effective machinery for a permanent in-
ternational music program.

10. To cooperate enthusiastically in the
formulation of a basically sound and con-
structive music program and cooperate
wholeheartedly on the broad policles essen-
tional to such sound development.

ORGANIZATION PLAN (TENTATIVE)

1. Incorporate as a nonprofit, nonstock
International Music Association (organiza-
tion) with at least one representative in each
State and affillations in all countries.

2. Secure finances for administrative stafl
through membership dues, contributions,
appropriations, grants, and trust funds,

3. Set up and maintain directly and in-
directly staffs of authorities in a central or=
ganization.

4. Set up and maintain a main office and
representatives wherever it is deemed ad-
visable.

Mr, WILEY, Mr. President, this plan
has received considerable notice and at-
tention by musicians. Expressions of
interest have been received from promi-
nent musicians. I ask that this list also
be printed in the Recorp at this point.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The list is as follows:

Expressions of interest have been received
from the following prominent musicians.
This represents only a small number of the
many wonderful communications:

Bruno Walter. *

Viadimir Golschmann, 8t. Louis Symphony
Orchestra.

Alfred Wallenstein, Philharmonic Orches=
tra of Los Angeles.

Karl Erueger, Detroit Symphony Orchestra.

Karl Wecker, Hollywood Bowl.

Leopold Stokowski.

Desire Defauw, Chicago Symphony Orches-
tra.

Franko Goldman, the Goldman
Band.

Fablen Sevitzky, Indianapolis Symphony
Orchestra.

Carl Bricken, SBeattle Symphony Orchestra.

SBigmund Spaeth.

Paul Whiteman, the Blue Network.

Frank Black, N. B. C.

Mark Warnow, C. B. 8.

Harold N. Wagner, Mutual Broadcasting
System.

Viotet Emety, Zenith,

C. A. Dykstra, former president, University
of Wisconegin,

C. M. Tremaine, director, National Bureau
for the Advancement of Musie.

Edmund Gram, past president, National As-
sociation of Music Merchants.

Bertha Foster, Musicians' Club of America.

Maj. Alf. Heiberg, chief, Bands, music
branch, Special Services Division,
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Herman F. Smith, past president, Muslc
Educators’ National Conference.

John C. Kendel, president, Music Educa=
tors’ National Conference.

Kathleen Davison, national
Sigma Alpha Iota.

Harold Spivacke, Chief, Music Division, Li-
brary of Congress.

Tom Connally, chairman, United States
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations.

Arthur H. Vandenberg, chairman, United
States Senate Subcommittee on Foreign Re-
lations.

Louls G. Cowan, chief, New York office,
0. W. I

Allan F. H. Swanson.

Universities.

Music schools.

Music organizations.

National service organizations.

QUOTATIONS

“The idea of an international organization
for the exchange of music and musicians is
certainly one to be most ardently welcomed."
(Bruno Walter.)

“Anything you can do toward the estab-
lishment of international musical activity
will be decidedly worth while,” (Sigmund
Spaeth.)

“I can see many virtues in such a plan as
you suggest and I hope may be able to realize
your hopes fully,” (Karl Krueger, musical
director, Detrolt Symphony.)

“May I wish you the very best of luck, and
thank you for the privilege of hearing about
your fine plans and the honor of being asked
to help in this excellent work.,” (Carl
Bricken, musical director, Seattle Symphony;
past director, music department, University
of Wisconsin.)

“May I congratulate you on the breadth
and scope of your proposed international and
post-war music program.” (Lewis G. Cowan,
chief, New York office, O. W. I.)

“Anyone who believes in the inherent power
of music should believe In your plans.” (Karl
Wecker, managing director, Hollywood Bowl.)

“I find your ideas most interesting and wish
all the success it deserves,” (Vladimir
Golschmann, conductor, St. Louis Sym-
phony.).

“Indeed, this is a project worthy of pro-
motion and my sincerest congratulations are
extended to you.” (Herman Smith, past pres-
ident, Music Educators’ National Confer-
ence.)

“Your ldeas for an international music pro-
gram seem very worth while, and I hope they
will materialize.” (Paul M. Ober, chairman,
department of music, University of Minne-
sota.)

“I received your proposed plan for post-war
music and believe you have an excellent
thought, as music is one of the most impor-
tant factors and should be included In all
post-war plans.” (Paul Whiteman, director
of music, the Blue Network.)

“Need I say that I believe your idea for an
international music program as soon as pos-
sible after the cessation of hostilities is ex-
tremely worth while and will do more than
its share to help in the reconstruction of
friendly, harmonious relations at that time.”
{Mar)k Warnow, Columbia Broadcasting Sys-
em.

“The thoughts and proposals expressed by
you are most commendable. May we take
this opportunity to wish you the success you
g0 richly deserve.” (Harold Wagner, Mutual
Broadcasting System.)

Mr, WILEY. Among the many letters
Mr. Swanson received there is one from
Leopold Stokowski. I quote one brief
paragraph from it:

I feel just as you do that we should make
a definite post-war program so that the
moment the fighting ceases we can begin to
bring beauty where there has been brutality.

I ask that the entire letter be printed
in the Recorp at this place,

president,
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With=-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The letter is as follows:

Jury 1, 1044,

Dear Mgr. Swanson: Thank you for your
most interesting letter of April 8. I feel
Just as you do that post-war international
music can be one of the guickest, simplest
ways of reaching a friendly understanding
between the people who are, for no fault of
their own, now fighting each other.

I feel just as you do that we should make a
definite post-war program so that the
moment the fighting ceases we can begin
to bring beauty where there has heen
brutality.

Your idea of an international short-wave
radio program 1is one of the best ways of
communicating with all countries, bringing
beauty and inspiration to those who are
depressed and In despair,

The United States has, in my opinion,
the greatest orchestras in the world,. We
should form an orchestra of the finest ele-
ments, including all the best players and
instruments, and send this orchestra to
Europe, Asia, Africa, Australia, South and
Central America. This orchestra, through
music, can express to the world the high
ideals of the United Btates.

You write of the “rebirth of a sound and
harmonious international relationship.” I
believe music, because it is a universal lan=-
guage, is an ideal medium for this rebirth.

In my opinion, our way of doing all this
should be—

1. To think out everything clearly.

2. To form an organization having a cen=
ter in New York or Washington and repre-
sentatives in every State of the Union.

3. To act swiftly and without meaningless
formalities so that our ideas do not remain
merely ideas but become facts and dynamic
realities. y

If I have any contribution to these great
ideas, it is in the field of symphonic music.
I shall be happy to work with enthusiasm
in this field.

Sincerely,
LeoPoLD STOKOWSKI,

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, God has
planted in man the beauty of holiness.
Let us resurrect it in the days up ahead.
As man grasps this fact and lives it, then
will brutality and war disappear. Music
will aid him to arrive.

THE PETROLEUM INDUSTRY

Mr. MOORE. Mr. President, it will be
remembered by the Congress and the
public generally that during the latter
part of 1943 and throughout 1944 certain
Government officials, led by the ever-
aggressive and power-hungry Secretary
of the Interior, had a great deal to say
about the United States running out of
oil. Magazine articles, addresses, radio
speeches, press releases, posters, slogans,
and propaganda of all kinds were em-
ployed to keep this theme of fear and
intimidation constantly before the people
to the end that the road of our expanding
bureaucracy to statism might be made
less difficult.

In March of last year I pointed out
to the Congress that since 1941 the petro-
leum industry has faced a severe short=
age of material, equipment, and man-
power, but notwithstanding these handi-
caps, the industry, through new discov-
eries and extension of old pools, closed
the year 1943 with estimated known re-
serves of 20,064,000,000 barrels, as com-
pared with 20,082,600,000 harrels at the
close of 1942; only 18,600,000 barrels dif-
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ference, or sligchtly more than 4% days’
production at the 1944 rate.

I desire to call the attention of Con-
gress again to the splendid and incom-
parable record of the petroleum indus-
try for the year 1944. The petroleum
industry was called upon to produce a
greater quantity of oil in 1944 than ever
before in its history. Total production
during the last calendar year reached
the all-time high of 1,678,421,000 bhar-
rels. This magnificent performance was
accomplished under the severe handi-
caps of inadequate prices imposed by an
arbitrary and dictatorial O. P. A. and
severe shortages of material, equipment,
and manpower.

The point I desire to make, however,
and one which continues fully and com-
pletely to answer the scare talk that we
are running out of oil, is that despite the
peak production of the last calendar year,
the American oil industry closed 1944
with total known reserves of 20,453,231,
000 barrels, or a 389,079,000-barrel in-
crease in reserves since December 31,
1943. These figures are from the Ameri-
can Petroleum Institute's committee on
petroleum reserves, and represent the
considered judgment of the best scientific
minds engaged in the petroleum business.

The record of the petroleum industry
during the strain of the war years is an
accomplishment in which every Amer-
ican can take pride.

MIGRATORY BIRD CONSERVATION
COMMISSION

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A va-
cancy exists on the Migratory Bird Con-
servation Commission. It is a so-called
Republican vacancy, and the minority
leader, the Senator from Maine [Mr.
Warre] has recommended that the Sen-
ator from Illinois [Mr. Brooks] be ap-
pointed to fill the vacancy on the Com-
mission. The Chair, therefore, appoints
the Senator from Illinois as a member of
the Commission.

CONDOLENCE ON DEATH OF FRANKLIN D.
ROOSEVELT

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate a letter from the Coun-
selor of the Irish Legation at Wash-
ington, D. C., embodying a resolution
adopted by Seanad Eireann, in session
in Dublin on April 18, 1945, which was
ordered to lie on the table and to be
printed in the RECORD, as follows:

IrisH LEGATION,
Washington, D. C., April 23, 1945,

* The Honorable KENNETH MCEKELLAR,

President of the Senate.
Sm: In the absence of the Minister, I have
the honor to transmit herewith the text of
a resolution passed by Seanad Eireann in
session in Dublin on April 18, 1945:
“Resolved, That Seanad Eireann extends
its deep sympatny to the Government and
people of the United States of America in
the great loss they have sustained in the
death of President Roosevelt.”
Very truly yours,
SEAN NUNAN,
Counselor of Legation

TAXATION OF THE COMPENSATION OF
CERTAIN FEDERAL EMPLOYEES

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate a letter from the Gov-
ernor of the Territory of Hawaii, trans-
mitting copy of a memorandum relative
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to proposed legislation to prohibit the
taxation of the compensation of Federal
employees by any State other than the
State of domicile, prepared by the assist-
ant attorney general of Hawaii, which,
with the accompanying memorandum,
was ordered to lie on the table and to be
printed in the REcorp, as follows:

TERRITORY OF HAWAIL,
ExecuTivE CHAMBERS,
Honolulu, April 17, 1945.
Senator KENNETH MCKELLAR,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.
My DEeAR SEnATOR: Supplementing my let-
ter of April 11, 1945, with reference to the
pendency in the Senate of H. R. 534, I enclose
herewith .or your information copy of a
memorandum relative to the subject matter
of this bill which has been prepared by the
assistant atiorney general,
Sincerely,
INGrAM M. STAINBACK,
l Governor of Hawaif,

MrM~rANDUM RE H. R. 534, SEVENTY-NINTH
ConNGRESS, FIRST SESSION

This bill proposes to prohibit the taxation
of the compensation of Federal employees by
any State other than the State of domlcile,
The bill would apply not only to employees
of the United States itself but also to those
of the Territories and the District of Colum=-
bia. -

1. THE EILL ADOPTS THE WRONG METHOD OF
ELIMINATING DUPLICATE TAXATION

The Supreme Court of the United States
has held that earnings may be taxed where
the services are rendered or by the domicili-
ary State. Thus duplicate taxation is legally
possible, but as a matter of policy it should
be avolded. However, the method of avold-
ing duplicate taxation proposed by this bill
is the wrong method.

According to a study made by the Legisla-
tive Reference Service of the Library of Con-
gress, the 32 States (including Hawaii) which
impose £#n income tax, may be divided into
three groups, as follows: (a) Twenty States
provide for the elimination of duplicate taxa-
tion by a!’~wing the residents of the taxing
Btate a credit or deduction on account of
tax liability to the State in which the in-
come is earned, This may be a credit against
the domiciliary State's tax, a provision for
deduction from that State's tax base of in-
come taxed elsewhere, a provision that busi-
ness carried on outside the State is not tax-
able, or, as in the case of Hawail, a provision
that compensation earned elsewhere is not
taxable if subjected to tax by any other
Jurisdiction, irrespective of the amount of
the tax, Such States and Territories are:
Arkansas, California, Colorado, Georgia, Ha=
wail, Idaho, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kene
tucky, Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, Mon=-
tana, North Carolina, North Dakota, Oregon,
the city of Philadelphia in the State of
Pennsylvania, Vermont, and Virginia. One
additional State, New Mexlco, allows a par-
tial credit. (b) Bix States provide for the
taxation of the earnings of nonresidents
within the State and also the earnings of
residents wherever made, without allowing
any credit for taxes of other jurisdictions;
these six States do not make any provision
to eliminate duplicate taxation. Such States
are Alabama, Arizona, Louisiana, Minnesota,
Oklahoma, and Wisconsin. (c) Only five
States follow the theory that the State of
domicile has the prior right of taxzation.
These States either base their tax solely on
the income of residents, nonresidents not be-
ing taxed at all, or else they allow a credit
to nonresidents for taxes paid to the State
of domiclle, on a reciprocal basis, Such
Btates are Dslaware, Massachusetts, New
York, Utah, and Souih Caiolina.
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It thus appears that H. R, 534, In following
the theory that the State of domicile has the
prior right of taxation, is in line with only
5 out of 32 States having income taxes. The
great majority of the States have adopted
the view that the State where compensa=-
tion is earned has the prior right of taxa-
tion, and to avold duplicate taxation these
States exempt residents with respect to in-
come taxed elsewhere, or credit them for
taxes paid elsewhere. This is the method
which should be followed in H. R. 634. The
bill should be amended so as to provide that:

1. The State or Territory in which com=-
pensation is earned by a Federal employee
shall have the prior right to tax such com=-
pensation; and

2. The domiciliary jurisdiction may tax
such compensation if the laws thereof pro-
vide for deduction from the tax base of in-
come upon which a tax has been actually
paid to the State or Territory wherein it was
earned, or for a credit against the domiciliary
tax on account of taxes actually paid to the
State or Territory in which such compensa=-
tlon was earned.

Such a provision would afford relief to resi-
dents of States which now have no provi-
sion exempting their residents with respect
to income taxes elsewhere, or crediting them
for taxes pald elsewhere, It ls these States
which are out of line, and not the Territory
of Hawail.

The method of eliminating duplicate tax-
ation above proposed not only represents
the majority view of the several States but
also is the sound view. The State or Terri-
tory in which compensation is earned should
be recognized to have the prior right of taxa-
tion inasmuch as (1) taxes are more readily
collectible in the place in which the tax-
payer actually is to be found, and in many
instances the domicillary jurisdiction would
not be able to collect taxes from its citizens
after their absence from the State for many
years; and (2) the presence of workers within
a State or Territory increases the cost of
government therein whether or not they be-
come citizens of such jurisdiction, and it is
not fair to require the citizens of such juris-
diction to bear the cost of government for
the noncitizens. These points are further
developed below,

2. H. R. 534 IN ITS PRESENT FORM WOULD LEAD
TO WHOLESALE TAX EVASION

This bill provides that each Federal em-
ployee shall make a declaration of his domi-
cile within 60 days after a written demand
for payment of the tax shall have been re-
ceived by him. This would mean that the
tax officials of each State would have to as-
certain who among the Federal employees
had not made tax returns and then make
written derrand upon each of them for pay-
ment of the tax. In Hawall alone there are
100,000 civil employees of the Federal Gov-
ernment. The number of such written de-
mands which would be necessary would make
it necessary to add personnel for this pur-
pose and the cost would not be justified
since the demand would produce nothing
better than a disclaimer of local domicile,
To dispute this declaration by the Federal
employee concerned the tax officlal would
have to litigate the matter in the Federal
court. The facts as to domicile are pecullarly
within the knowledge of the individual con=-
cerned, and it is largely a matter of inten-
tion. Some Federal employees who have
resided in the Territory year after year still
disclaim local domicile. The number of cases
involved would be enormous. Hence if this
bill were passed there would be no practical
possibility of collecting Territorial taxes from
any Federal employee who was not ready and
willing to pay such taxes. Tax payment by
Federal employees would be placed on a
purely voluntary basis.

The taxes which Hawaiil could not collect
would not be collectible elsewhere. It would
not be practical for the State in which the
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employee actually was domiciled to follow
the employee outside the State, or to ascer-
tain the date ot his return after an absence
possibly extending into several years and at
that late date determine his tax liability and
collect the tax. Moreover, many persons go
from State to State wherever work can be
found and their domicile would be difficult
to determine. If this bill is to pass, at the
very least the burden of securing the declara-
tlon of domicile and verifying the same
should rest with the Federal Government,
which has access to the personnel records of
each employee; and the Federal Government
should inform the State in which the em-
ployee is performing the service and the
State declared by him to be his domicile, of
the declaration made.

3. THE STATE IN WHICH A NONRESIDENT WORKER
1S PERFORMING SERVICES HAS A EETTER RIGHT
OF TAXATION THAN THE DOMICILIARY JURIS=-
DICTION
As above noted the great majority of States

follow the theory that the State in which

services are actually performed has a better
right of taxation than the domiciliary juris-
diction. This is true not only from the prac-
tical standpoint of the collectibility of the
tax but also as a matter of fairness to the

State in which the nonresident worker is

sojourning. An increase in population nec-

essarily increases the cost of government,
whether or not the inmigrant worker becomes

a citizen of the State to which he comes.

The increase in the civilian population of

0Oahu Is estimated at 41,600 during the period

from June 30, 1941 to June 30, 1944. As this
increased population is directly traceable to
the presence of inmigrant war workers it will
be seen that they represent a very substan=
tlal part of the present population which was

estimated at 342,106 as of June 30, 1944,

These population figures do not include some

20,000 workers residing in Federal housing

areas who nevertheless come to town regu-

larly and play a large part in the overcrowd=
ing of local facllities other than housing.

The appropriations for the health depart-
ment exemplify the increased burden on local
government imposed by the above described
situation. During the 193941 biennium
the general appropriation for the Health De-
partment was §746,169; for the 1941-43
biennium, #$1,189,056; for the 1943-45 bi-
ennium, $1,708.155; and for the 1945-47
biennium the budget sent to the senate by
the house of representatives calls for
$2,096,083 for this department. The above
figures indicate the expanded needs of the
health department to meet the increased
health problems in this community. Some
of these problems are due to the overcrowd=
ing of housing facilitles and eating and
drinking places; this overcrowing is particu=
larly serious in respect to the control of com=
municable diseases such as tuberculosis,
colds, typhus fever and dengue fever.

In many instances the effect of the pres-
ence of the war workers in the community
can be directly traced. Thus, Dr. M. F,
Haralson on September 11, 1941, in his report
to Mr. 8. L. Platt, special secretary of the
Chamber of Commerce of Honolulu, stated
that of the last 100 admissions to the mental
hygiene clinic up to the time of that report,
80 were connected with defense activities
and had been in Hawall less than 1 year.
Fifteen of the 30 were defense workers or
members of their families, 8 were Navy offi~
cers, 2 were Navy enlisted men, 1 was from
the Army and 4 were mainland “floaters”
attracted to the Territory by defense jobs.
Since the date of that report there has been
a tremendous increase in the migrant popu-
lation of the Territory.

In tuberculosis control, the chest cliniec of
the health department has repeatedly ex-
amined and recommended treatment and
follow-up of many war workers referred by
physiclans and others. The mobile X-rcy



1945

unit of the health department has been used
to X-ray the chests of all food handlers in
the naval housing area, 4,600 people in the
Hawall Air Depot area; and all U. 8. E. D.
employees have been X-rayed twice in the
2-year period. Plans are being made to X-ray
all the war workers and their families in the
naval and Hawaiian Air Depot housing areas.

‘With respect to housing it repeatedly has
occurred that workers brought in for Federal
projects and furnished with accommoda-
tions in barracks have moved into town tak-
ing up housing accommodations in the city.
Although this is a problem for which the
Federal Government is responsible it is only
since the recent visit of the Bubcommittee
on Congested Areas of the House Naval Affairs
Committee that there has been a good pros-
pect of relief of this situation by the Federal
Government, Meanwhile the Territory has
expended, or encumbered for contracts now
being performed, the sum of $725,000 for the
local housing committee and for temporary
housing. This expenditure cannot be amor-
tized over the period of the life of the build-
ings and does not represent a capltal invest-
ment.

With respect to crime control the effect of
inmigrant war workers is obvious. Not only
do they constitute a substantial part of the
population, but moreover they are not a
stable element. This is necessarily true of
any migrant group. Insofar as there ls any
relation between the domicile of the persons
present within the Territory and the prob-
lems of crime control, the cost of govern=-
ment in this regard is Increased, not de-
creased, by the impermanent character of this
portion of the population.

Other costs of government which are in-
creased by the presence of nonresident work-
ers are for fire protection, public parks, li-
braries, roads, and in fact every cost of gov-
ernment. The bill would apply to Federal
employees even if they had their families
with them, so long as they declared that they
eventually intended to return to the States
from which they originally came.

The foregoing arguments apply equally to
Federal employees residing on Federal reser-
vations. Congress previously provided for
taxation of their earnings by the Buck Act,
(54 Stat. 1059, ch. 787, sec. 2 (a)), and the
position then taken was sound. BSo far as the
employee is concerned it makes no difference
to him whether certain services are furnished
him by the local government or by the Fed-
eral Government; that is a question which
concerns only Congress and the several
States. Since all Federal property is non-
taxable It is only fair that Congress should
say, as It did say in the Buck Act, that it
does not claim tax exemptions for Federal
employees residing on the reservations by rea-
son of the fact that some of the Government
services involved are furnished by the Fecderal
Government in such cases.

4. ESTIMATE OF TERRITORIAL TAX REVENUE
INVOLVED

Based on the present tax laws, the number
of Federal employees in the Territory in 1644,
and their rates of pay in that year, the Tax
Commissioner estimates the territorial tax
revenue involved as $3,500,000 per year. This
figure includes all Federal employees, as it is
not possible to determine the number who
consider their legal domicile elsewhere than
in the Territory of Hawail, Federal employees
represent approximately 30 percent of the
total number of persons employed in the
Territory.

5. APPLICATION OF THE BILL TO TERRITORIAL
EMPLOYEES

The bill should not apply to employees of
the territories. So far as Hawail is concerned,
this Territory itself has taken proper steps to
protect its residents from duplicate taxation,
and as above noted the method used by
Hawall is the method used by the majority
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of the States. Hawall needs no special legis-
lation by Congress in this regard.
Respectfully submitted.
Ruopa V. LEws,
Assistant Attorney General, Territory
of Hawaii.
Approved:
C. NiLs TAVARES,
Altorney General of Hawaii,
Wu. BORTHWICK,
Tax Commissioner, Territory of Hawaii.
Dated April 13, 1945.

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on April 23, 1945, he presented o
the President of the United States the
enrolled bill (S. 105) to extend the life
of the Smaller War Plants Corporation.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, etc., were laid before the
Senate, and referred as follows:

By tne PRESIDENT pro tempore:

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
Btate of California; to the Committee on
Military Affairs:

“Senate Joint Resolution 14

“Joint resolution relative to memorializing
Congress to enact H. R. 2347, Seventy-ninth
Congress, first session, relating to guayule
rubber

“Whereas guayule rubber is being success-
fully grown in California, Arizona, New Mex-
ico, and Texas, and the United States Bu-
reau of Plant Industry is carrying on exten-
sive research in crossing this plant with
hardier plants so that guayule may be grown
under less limited climatic conditions; and

“Whereas the need for a native rubber sup-
ply has been well demonstrated during this
war; and

“Whereas the growing of guayule presents
tremendous possibilities as a post-war in-
dustry; and

“Whereas there is now pending before Con-
gress H. R. 2347, introduced by Congressman
Poace, to provide and insure a dependable
supply of domestic and natural rubber, to
provide for the continuation of research
work in this field, and to authorize a guar-
anteed floor price for rubber produced by
farmers: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Senate and Assembly of
the State of California (fointly), That the
Legislature of the State of California respect-
fully memorializes the President and Con-
gress of the United States to enact H. R. 2347
of the Seventy-ninth Congress, first session,
relating to guayule rubber; and be it further

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Sen-
ate is directed to transmit coples of this
resolution to the Presldent and Vice Presi-
dent of the United States, to the Speaker
of the House of Representatives, and to each
Sznator and Representative from California
in the Congress of the United States.”

A resolution of the Legislature of the Ter-
ritory of Hawall; ordered to lie on the
table: |

“Whereas the people of Hawall feel anew
their identity with the people of the 48 States
in the grief and shock caused by the sudden
death of President Franklin Delano Roose-
velt; and

“Whereas the momentous consequences to
the whole world of the death of the great
advocate of international cooperation are be-
yond the possibility of appraisal; and

“Whereas in the passing of the President,
whose fame and record of leadership and
achievement in national and international
affairs will live eternally in the pages of
American history, this Nation, in common
with all peace-loving nations of the world,
has suffered a great and irreparable loss; and

“Whereas it is most fitting that the peo-
ple of Hawali, stricken and stunned by this
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tragic blow, should, together with the rest
of the Nation, pause to bow in tribute to the
memory of an illustrious leader, in whose
heart burned fiercely an all-consuming de-
sire to accomplish the utter destruction of
the evil forces which have brought untold
misery, suffering, and sorrow into this world
and the establishment of international unity
for the maintenance of a just and enduring
peace, and mourn the untimely passing on
of that leader into history at a time when
his guidance was most sorely needed and, in
consolation, to glory in the magnitude of
his accomplishments gained under the most
trying conditions and in the most critical
period of the Nation's history: Now, there-
fore, be it

“Resolved by the Senate and the House
of Representatives of the twenty-third ses-
sion of the Legislature of the Territory of
Hawail (sitting in joint session), That the
profound grief of the people of Hawail
upon the death of the President be hereby
recorded; and be it further

“Resolved, That the recognition by the
people of Hawaii of the fact that the Presi-
dent, while serving his country in the high-
est office within the gift of the Nation, was
a heroic casualty of war no less than if he
had died in combat on the field of battle,
be hereby expressed; and be it further

“Resolved, That the people of Hawail, in
common with the rest of the Nation, in
recognition of this great loss and of the in-
creased necessity of unity, do hereby dedi-
cate themselves to meet the continuing
dangers and difficulties in the conduct of
the war and in the peace to follow with re-
newed determination and singleness of pur-
pose; and be it further

“Resolved, That the people of Hawali do
hereby express their aloha nui loa and deep-
est sympathy to the members of the family
of the late President in their hour of sor-
row and bereavement.”

A resolution adopted by the executive com-
mittee of the Croatian Catholle Union of
the United States of America, a national
American fraternal benefit soclety, Gary,
Ind., expressing deep sorrow on the death of
the late President Franklin D. Roosevelt, and
also expressing confidence and loyalty to the
new Chief Executive, Hon. Harry S. Truman;
ordered to lie on the table. d

TARIFF DUTIES ON PLATE GLASS AND
ZINC

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to present for print-

" in the REcorDp and appropriate reference

a letter I have received from Verner R.
Waters, of the Pittsburgh Plate Glass
Co., Topeka, Kans., expressing his em-
phatic opposition to the enactment of
legislation proposing to extend the Reci-
procity Act “which would give the Pres-
ident the right to reduce further tariff
duties on plate glass, and other articles
which are made in this country; and also
a letter from James L. Smith, of the
Baxter Chat Co., Baxter Springs, Kans.,
opposing further Executive authority to
reduce tariff rates.

There being no objection, the letters
were received, referred to the Com-
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

PrrrseurGH PLATE Grass Co.,
Topeka, Kans., April 17, 1945.
SENATOR ARTHUR CAPPER,
The United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: I am writing you relative to
H. R. 2652, which has to do with extending
the Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act. As I
understand it, the bill would extend this act
for 3 more years and give the Fresident the
right to further reduce tariff duties on the
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articles which we make, We are against this
extension and I do hope you will do every=-
thing you can to prevent its becoming law.

You well know that the window glass busi-
ness, in which I am engaged, could be seri-
ously injured by too much foreign competi-
tion. Labor costs about 20 to 25 cents per
hour in Belglum, while we pay American
workers from $1.25 to $1.56 per hour. That
alone, it seems, should justify continuing
our tariff.

Because everything in our business is
changing we don’t quite understand how
anyone can tell what costs are going to be
after the war, If they are not known how
can a tarlff rate be changed sensibly?

You will remember too, that Czecho-
slovakia and Belgium together have greater
window glass capacity than we have, not to
mention the capacities of Japan and Russia.

I hope you will actively oppose any ex-
tension of this Reciprocity Act especially if 1t
is for more than 1 year and if it contains the
power to further reduce tariff rates.

Yours very truly,
VeErNER R. WATERS.

THE Baxter CHaT Co.,
Bazxter Springs, Kans., April 20, 1945,
Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER,
Senator from Kansas,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear Sewator: I am enclosing here-
with an article taken from our local paper
which more or less will give you a slant on
what might happen if the tariff on zinc is
further reduced by giving the President au-
thority in the reciprocal trade agreements
to arbitrarily reduce tariff on zinc.

While the zinc industry in EKansas covers
a very small portion of your district some of
the richest zinc mines in the entire district
are within the State of Kansas. Our labor
here is all native. There are no Iorelgn
laborers; neither are there any colored
miners, The wages are relatively high, the
men are intelligent and have a high standard
of living. We do not want to see this con-
dition change,

I know that you are in sympathy with our
side of this problem and hope that you will
make an effort to convince some of your
colleagues that there should be no change,

With kindest regards, I am,

Sincerely,
- JaMmEes L. SMITH,

ADMINISTRATOR OF RURAL ELECTRIFICA-
TION ADMINISTRATION

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the Recorp and appropriately referred
a resolution adopted by the Minnkota
Power Cooperative, Inc., Grand Forks,
N. Dak., endorsing John M. Carmody as
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Administrator of the Rural Electrifica-
tion Administration,

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Commitiee on
Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to
be printed in the Recorp, as follows:
MINNKOTA FOWER COOPERATIVE, INC., GRAND

FORKS, N. DAK.—RESOLUTION FOR AN R. E. A,

ADMINISTRATOR

Whereas the Rural Electrification Admin-
istration is now functioning without an ad-
ministrator head; and

Whereas, conditions existing at this time
require the appointment of a powerful, ca-
pable, and experienced head at the earliest
possible date: Now, therefore, ke it

Resolved, That this cooperative endorse

the name of John M. Carmody; and be it

further

Resolved, That such action as may be
deemed appropriate be authorized for tae
furthering of such recommendation.

REESTABLISHMENT OF RURAL ELECTRI-
FICATION ADMINISTRATION AS AN IN-
DEPENDENT AGENCY

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I also
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the Recorp and appropriately referred
a resolution adopted by the Minnkota
Power Cooperative, Inc., of Grand Forks,
N. Dak., favoring the enactment of Sen-
ate bill 309, to reestablish the Rural Elec-
trification Administration as an inde-
pendent agency of the Government.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to
be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

MINNEOTA POWER COOPERATIVE, INC., GRAND
FORKS, N. DAK.—RESOLUTION FOR R. E. A,
INDEFENDENCE

Whereas it has long been stated that the
Rural Electrification Administration mno
longer operates in accordance with the law
which provides for its administration; and

Whereas such charges have been substanti-
ated beyond reasonable question by the find-
ings of the subcommittee of the Senate Agri-
cultural Committee charged with the duty of
investigating the administration of the
Rural Electrification Administration; and

Whereas the Minnkota Power Cooperative,
Inc., as a cooperative which has been financed
by means of funds made available through
the Rural Electrification Administration has
evidence from its own experience to support
the findings and charges of the subcommit-
tee; and L

Whereas the Minnkota Power Cooperative,
Inc,, belleves that unless corrective measures
are taken immediately the future welfare of
the entire rural electrification program stands
to be jeopardized: Now, therefore, be it
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" Resolved, That this cooperative endorss
Senate bill 209 and H. R. 1505; and be it
further

Resolved, That it take such action as is
deemed necessary and expedient toward the
galn of that end.

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE

The following reports of a committee
were submitted:

By Mr. BURTON, from the Committee on
Military Affairs:

8.612. A bill to amend the National Defense
Act, as amended, so as to limit the applica-
tlon of provisions for retirement of wing
commanders of the Air Corps; with amend-
ments (Rept. No, 201).

By Mr. BRIDGES, from the Committee on
Military Affairs:

8. 881. A bill authorizing the President of
the United States to award posthumously in
the name of Congress a Medal of Honor to

Willilam Mitchell; without amendment (Rept.
No. 202).

By Mr. MAYBANK, from the Committee on
Military Affairs:

5.889. A bill to amend section 47c of the
National Defense Act of June 3, 1916, as
amended, so as to authorize credit to students
now or hereafter enrolled in the senior divi-
slon of the Reserve Officers’ Training Corpa
for military training received while on active
duty in the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or
Coast Guard, or while pursuing a course of
instruction in the Naval Reserve Officers’
Training Corps; without amendment (Rept.
No. 203).

REPORT ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE
PAPERS

Mr. BREWSTER, from the Joint Select
Committee on the Disposition of Execu~
tive Papers, to which was referred for
examination and recommendation a list
of records transmitted to the .senate by
the Archivist of the United States that
appeared to have no permanent value or
historical interest, submitted a report
thereon pursuant to law,

PERSONS EMPLOYED BY A COMMITTER
WHO ARE NOT FULL-TIME SENATE OR
COMMITTEE EMPLOYEES

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be=
fore the Senate a report for the month
of March 1945 from the chairman of the
Subcommittee on War Mobilization of
the Military Affairs Committee in re-
sponse to Senate Resolution 319 (78th
Cong.), relative to persons employed by
committees who are not full-time em-
ployees of the Senate or any committee
thereof, which was ordered to lie on the

table and to be printed in the REcorp, as
follows:

SENATE MILITARY AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, SUBCOMMITTEE ON WAR MOBILIZATION

MarcH 31, 1945,
To the Senate:

The above-mentioned committee hereby
submits the following report showing the

names of persons employed by the committee
who are not full-time employees of the Sen=
ate or of the committee for the month of
March 1945, in compliance with the terms

of Senate Resolution 310, agreed to A
23, 1944: v

ual rate
Name ef individual Address Name and address of department or organization by whom pald |of g?i:open-
n
Virginia W. Boyee. . ooooeoeeoanee 3810 W Bt. BE., Wash D i e Department of Interlor, Washington, D, C. §1, 800
Ann 8. Gertler... -| 3721 30th St. NI, W BOn D D2 s e e et PRl 2,000
Hope C. Heslep.... -| 2 East Maple 5t., Alexandria, Va. War Manpower Ct ission, Washington, D, O......caseeerenans 2.%
Joan P, Karasik.. .| 1919 10th 8t. N “’., Washington, D, Ceeoceeueneceneennann-| Foreign Economic Administration, Washingt: 3,
Charles Kramer.... -| 4621 Bouth 34th St., Arlington, Va Office of Price Administration Washington, D. O_ 6, 500
C. Theod LATS0 3017 North 6th St., Arlington, Va..... National Housing Agency, Washington, D. C.. 5, 600
Fritzio P. Manuel .| 1621 T Et. NW., Wsshlugton, D.O. War Manpower Com on, Washington, D. 3, 800
Darel MeConkey - _| Lanham, Md_____._ War Production Board, Washin ton, 1. 75 S 4, 600
Cora L. Moen__ .. -| 5327 16th St. NW., Washinpton, D. C Office of Price Administration, Washington, D, C 2,000
Elizabeth H. Oleksy.. “| 1620 Fuller £t. NW., Washington, D, Coceroeeooeoooooeooo| War Production Board, Waa.hin‘g}.on, B0 - 2, 600
Francis . Rosenberger. .| B814 G4th Ave., East Riverdale, Md Office of Price Administration, Weshington, D. o e L | 4, 600
Herbert Schimmel. .. _| 3604 Minnesota Ave. SE., Washington, D, Ow---noemnoes War Production Board, Washiogton, D. C 8,000
Marjorle J, Tillis..2 .= 0770 211 Delaware Ave. SW., Washingten, D, C Forelgn E ic Administration, Washi D.C 3,200

H. M. K1Lcorg, Chairman.
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INSPECTION OF NAVAL ESTABLISHMENT
BY NAVAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

Mr, LUCAS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent for the consideration
of two resclutions which were ordered
favorably reported today from the Com-
mittee to Audit and Control the Con-
tingent Expenses of the Senate.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, may I
inquire, what are the resolutions?

Mr. LUCAS. One is Senate Resolu-
tion 48, the other Senate Resolution 87.
Senate Resolution 48 was submitted by
the chairman of the Naval Affairs Com-
mittee, the senior Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. WaLsxl, on January 25,
The resolution provides for an appro-
priation of $4,000 to inspect certain
naval bases within the Western Hemi-
sphere 1 wish fo say for the Naval Af-
fairs Committee that during last year
the committee spent little or nothing in
making investigations. The Senator
from Massachusetts has not pressed very
strongly for action on the resolution.
He said to me about 3 weeks ago that he
thought it ought to be agreed to. It was
reported favorably by the Naval Affairs
Committee, and was referred to the Com-
mittee to Audit and Control the Contin-
gent Expenses of the Senate, which or-
dered it favorably reported today.

I now ask unanimous consent to re-
port favorably without amendment from
the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, Sen-
ate Resolution 48, and I ask for its pres-
ent consideration,

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution (S.
Res. 48) submitted by Mr. WarLsH on
January 25, 1945, and previously re-
ported by the Committee on Naval Af-
fairs.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
resolution will be read.

The resolution was read, as follows:

EResolved, That the Committee on Naval
Affairs, or any subcommittee thereof duly
appointed by the chairman of the commit-
tee, is hereby authorized to visit, for the
purposes of inspection, during the present
Congress, any part of the Naval Establish-
ment in the Western Hemisphere, the ex-
penses incurred in pursuance thereof, not to
exceed £4,000, to be paid from the contin=-
gent fund of the Senate. The members of
such committee or subcommittee shall be
paid the actual expenses of transportation
incurred by them for travel performed under
the provisions of this resclution and a per
diem allowance as provided by law while
performing travel authorized by this reso-
lution.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, in addi-
tion to what the Senator from Illinois
has stated, I wish to say that this is
largely a formal matter. Tor several
years past a fund has been allowed the
committee, but practically no money
whatever has been expended. Many
members of the committee, including
myself, have made inspections at our
personal expense amounting at times to
several hundred dollars; but I think cir-
cumstances may arise under which mem-
bers of the committee cught to make
official inspections, and the money ocuzht
to be ava‘iable for the purpose.

IICI—224
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Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I have
no objzction to the resolution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question is on agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

DISPOSAL OF THE GOVERNMENT'S INTER-
EST IN THE NASHVILLE TENNESSEEAN

IMr. LUCAS. Mr. President, the szc-
ond resolution I desire to present to the
Senate for consideration is Senate reso-
lution 87, which was submitted by the
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKELLAR]
on February 26 and referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, was favorably
reported with an amendment by that
committee, and then referred to the
Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and
was ordered reported by that commitiee
favorably today. We have made one
change in the amount of money re-
quested. $5,000 was requested. The
committee thought perhaps £3,000 was
sufficient to carry on the investigation.
An amendment to that effect has been
recommended.

Therefore, Mr. President, I ack unani-
mous consent to report favorably with
an additional amendment from the
Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, Sen-
ate Resolution 87, and I ask for its
present consideration.

The committee was also unanimous
in its belief—and I wish to report this
to the Senate—that the resolution which
was referred originally to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary should have been
referred to the Committee on Banking
and Currency, because it involved an
R. F. C. matter, and the Committee on
Banking and Currency has handled all
such matters.

Mr, WHITE. I think there is a pre-
sumption in favor of any resolution sub-
mitted by the senior Senator from Ten-
nessee,

Mr. LUCAS. I thank the Senator
from Maine for the presumption.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection to the request of the
Senator from Illinois?

There being no okjection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resclution,
which had been submitted by Mr. Mc-
KreLrar on February 26, 1945, and previ-
ously reported by the Committee on the
Judiciary with an amendment.

The amendment of the Committee on
the Judiciary was, on page 1, line 4,
after the word “surrounding”, to strike
out “the transaction in January 1937,
involving.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment of the Committee to
Audit and Control the Contingent Ex-
penses of the Senate was, on page 2, line
20, after the word “exceed”, to strike out
“$5.000” and insert “$3,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution, as amended, was
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on the
Judiciary or any duly authorized sub-
committee thereof is authorized and  di-
rected to make a full and complete investi-
gation of Lhe circumstances surrounding the
dlsposa.l of the Government's interest in the
Nashville Tennesseean, a newspaper published
in Nashville, Tenn, with particular regard
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to the part played In such transaction by
employees or former employees of the Gov-
ernment, and to report thereon to the Senate
at the earliest practicable date, together with
its recommendations, including recommen-
dations for necessary legislation in connec-
tion with such transactions, If in the course
of the investigation facts are disclosed which
indicate that the interests of the United
States were not properly protected or that
any violation of law may have occurred, and .
the committee is of the opinion that the sale
should be set aside or other legal proceedings
instituted, it shall transmit its findings to
the Attorney General with such recommen-
dations for action as it deems advisable,

For the purpose of this investigation, the
committee, or any duly authorized subcom-
mittee thereof, is authorized to hold such
hearings, to sit and act at such times and
places during the sesslons, recesses, and ad-
journed periods of the Seventy-ninth Con-
gress, to employ such clerical and other as-
sistants, to require by subpena or otherwise
the attendance of such witnesses and the
production of such correspondence, books,
papers, and documents, to administer such
oaths, to take such testimony, and to make
such expenditures, as it deems advisable.
The cost of stenographic services to report
such hearings shall not be in excess. of 25
cents per 100 words. The expenses of the
committee under this resolution, which shall
not exceed $3,000, shall be paid from the con-
tingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers
approved by the chairman of the committee,

BILLS INTROIUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the
second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. WILEY:

8 915. A bill for the relief of Mr. and Mrs.

Ray S. Berrum; to the Committee on Claims,
By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado:

-5.916. A bill to remove the lmitation on
the right to command of officers of *he Dental
Corps of the Army which 1'mits such officers
to command in that corps; and

S.917. A bill to provide for payment and
settlement of mileage and other travel allow-
ance accounts of military personnel; to the
Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. KILGORE:

8. 918, A bill granting a pension to Clara V.

Crossland; to the Committee on Pensions.
By Mr. BAILEY:

8.919. A bill for the relief of Nellie Bell

Vernon; to the Committee on Claims,
By Mr. WAGNER:

B.920. A bill to fix the salaries of certain
Judges of the United States; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiclary.

S.021. A bill to authorize the transfer of
Fort Schuyler Mlilitary Reservation, N. Y.,
to the State of New York for nautical educa-
tion purposes; to the Committee on Milltary
Affairs.

By Mr. LUCAS:

8.922. A bill for the relief of Margaret G.

Clancy; to the Committee on Claims,
By Mr. McCARRAN:

B.923. A bill to create a Natural Resources
Board, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. CORDON:

8.924. A bill to amend the act of March
10, 1934, entitled “An act to promote the
conservation of wildlife, fish and game, and
for other purposes’”; to the Special Commit-
tee on Conservation of Wildlife Resources.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS

On motion by Mr. SHIPsTEAD, and by
unanimous consent, it was—

Ordered, That the following papers filed
with the bill (8. 2051, T7th Cong.), entitled
“A bill for the relief of John F. Patterson,”
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be withdrawn from the files of the Senate,
no adverse report having been made thereon;

gmdavlt of Walter H. Barnacle, January 7,
1033;

Certification of State of Minnesota adju-
tant general's ofiice, dated November 26, 1932,
including Fatterson's service record, etc.;

Affidavit of Barndt A. Anderson, January 6,
1933;

Affidavit of Col. Erle D. Luce, January 5,
+1933; and 3

Affidavit of John P. Patterson, January 17,

933.

PRINTING OF FOURTH INAUGURAL AD-
DRESS OF PRESIDENT FRANKLIN D.
ROOSEVELT (8. DOC. NO. 40)

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, we find
that a very unusual thing has happened
in connection with the Senate proceed-
ings. Franklin Delano Roosevelt was
inaugurated as President of the United
States on the 20th day of January this
year. His inaugural address, together
with the invocation and benediction de-
livered on that occasion, have never heen
put in document form, which is the result
of an oversight on the part of both the
House and the Senate. I ask unanimous
consent that the inaugural address, to-
gether with the invocation and benedic-
tion delivered on that occasion, be
printed as a Senate document.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
out objection, it is so ordered.

POSTAL PAY—EDITORIAL FROM FARGO
(N. DAK.) FORUM

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the body of the ReEcorp an editorial en-
titled “Postal Pay,” published in the
Fargo (N. Dak.) Forum of April 15, 1945,
1t is one of the best and clearest and most
concise editorials on the subject of postal
pay I have ever read.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorb,
as follows:

With-

POSTAL PAY

Your postman and the other employees in
the United States Postal Service are asking
for your assistance. They are asking the folks
they serve to help them get a raise in wages.

‘Bhould they have a raise in wages?

They make out a strong case. Twenty
years ago, under President Calvin Coolidge,
the mailman’'s salary was raised from a max-
imum of 1,800 to a maximum of $2,100 an-
nually. There has been no fixed increase in
pay since.

‘They are now getting a temporary bonus
of 826 a month, but this £300 a year will
expire June 30 unless Congress extends it.

Bills are pending before Congress that
would grant the postman and all other postal
employees a permanent $400 a year increase.

In view of the steep increase in living costs
since 1925, a raise of 833 a month would
seem to be a fair and moderate request.

Postmen and other postal employees have
homes to keep up, families to raise, children
to educate.

'Is there a more faithful public servant in
America than your postman who trudges to
your door every week day, rain or shine, sleet
storm or blizzard, in the sizzling heat of
summer and through the blasts of winter?

Recently the New York Dally Mirror made
& plea for justice for the postman. Said the
Mirror:

“Who is this postal worker whose income
barely provides him with a worrisome sub-
sistence? Is he one of the army of bureau-
crats who infest Washington and the Nation
to the number of 3,000,0007"
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Everyone in America knows the answer to
that one. These postal employees are true
civil servants. They are not the pets of the
New Deal. Compared to the compensation
paid to employees in many of these new
bureaucratic organizations these old-tlme
servants of the Government have been and
are being shamefully treated.

Bills have been beforc Congress providing
fair compensation for the postal employees
for a long time. They were before the last
Congress. It was generally agreed if the
measures had come to a vote they would have
been passed. But at the last minute they
were callously kicked out on a technicality.

The postmen can do little about it. Their
hands are tied. Under the Hatch Act they
cannot mix in politics, They point out that
they cannot strike, and wouldn’'t want to if
they could. They have no recourse to arbi-
tration, mediation, or negotiation.

All they can do is to appeal to the public
to use its influence with Congress. If you
think your postman and his fellow employees
have a just cause, you could help by writing
to some member of the North Dakota dele-
gation in Washington and telling him how
you feel about it.

FULL EMPLOYMENT AND SOCIAL SECU-
RITY UNDER A FREE ENTERPRISE SYS-
TEM—ADDRESS BY SENATOR MURRAY

[Mr. MURRAY asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp an address en-
titled “Full Employment and Social Security
Under a Free Enterprise System,” delivered
by him April 20, 1945, before the St. Louis
chapter of the Missouri Association for So-
clal Welfare and the 8t. Louis Chamber of
Commerce, which appears in the Appendix.]

A TIME FOR REDEDICATION TO DEMOC-
RACY—ADDRESS BY SENATOR PEPPER

[Mr. PEPPER asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorRp an address en-
titleq “A Time for Rededication to Democ-
racy,” delivered by him at a forum meeting
of the National Democratic Club, on Janu-
ary 27, 1945, in New York, together with the
introductory remarks, which appear in the
Appendix.]

TRIBUTE TO THE LATE PRESIDENT
ROOSEVELT—BY JOHN BELL WILLIAMS

[Mr. BILBO asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp a tribute to the
late President Roosevelt delivered by John
Bell Williams at memorial services for Presi-
dent Roosevelt held at the Raymond Baptist
Church, Raymond, Miss.,, Sunday, April 15,
1945, which appears in the Appendix.]

NAZI ATROCITIES—EDITORIAL FROM THE
PHILADELPHIA INQUIRER

[Mr. CHANDLER asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the REcorp an editorial
entitled “America Must Not Forget—Again,”
dealing with Nazi atrocities, published in the
Philadelphia Inquirer of April 24, 1945, which
appears in the Appendix.]

TO A GREAT LADY—EDITORIAL FROM
THEy WASHINGTON NEWS

[Mr. CHANDLER asked and obtalned leave
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial
entitled “To a Great Lady,” in tribute to
Mrs. Roosevelt, published in the Washington
News of April 21, 1945, which appears in the
Appendix. ]

ERNIE PYLE

[Mr, CHAVEZ asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the Recorp a poem entitled
“Ernie Pyle,” by Delores Espinosa, which ap-
pears in the Appendix.|

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUEE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the House
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had passed a bill (H. R. 2839) to increase
the salary of the executive secretary of
the Nurses’ Examining Board of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
SIGNED

The message also announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
following enrolled bills and joint resolu-
tion, and they were signed by the Presi-
dent pro tempore:

5. 122. An act to amend an act entitled “An
act to establish standard welghts and meas-
ures for the District of Columbia; to define
the duties of the Superintendent of Weights,
Measures, and Markets, of the District of
Columbia; and for other purposes,” approved
March 3, 1921, as amended;

5.123. An act to amend section 14 of the
act entitled “An act to provide for commit=-
ments to, maintenance in, and discharges
from the District Training School, and for
other purposes,” approved March 3, 1925, and
to amend section 15 thereof, as amended:

8.124. An act to amend section 16 of the
act entitled “An act to amend the act en-
titled *An act to fix and regulate the salaries
of teachers, school officers, and other em-
ployees of the Board of Education of the Dig-
trict of Columbia,’ approved June 20, 1906,
as amended, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved June 4, 1924;

8. 638. An act to amend the Code of Laws
of the District of Columbia by adding a new
section 548a, and providing for the recording
of veterans’ discharge certificates;

H.R.2122, An act to extend to June 30,
1946, the period during which females may be
employed in the District of .Columbia for
more than 8 hours a day, or 48 hours a week,
under temporary permits;

H.R.2687. An act to grant the honorary
rank of colonel to Edward J. Kelly, major and
SBuperintendent of the Metropolitan Police
Force of the District of Columbia; and

H.J.Res, 106. Joint resolution to amend
section 6 (k) of the Selective Training and
Service Act of 1940, as amended, with respect
to the deferment of registrants engaged in
agricultural occupations or endeavors essen-
tial to the war effort.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 2839) to increase the
salary of the executive secretary of the
Nurses' Examining Board of the District
of Columbia, was read twice by its title
and referred to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, the leg-
islature of my State, which is now in
session, will tomorrow evening have a
Jjoint session at which memorial services
will be held for the late President Roose-
velt. Ihave accepted an invitation from
the legislature to address the body on
that occasion. With that explanation, I
ask unanimous consent of the Senate
that I may be excused from attendance
for the purpose I have named.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the Senator from Florida
will be excused from attendance for the
reason he has assigned.

EXTENSICN OF SELECTIVE TRAINING AND
SERVICE ACT OF 1840

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 2625) to extend the
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Selective Training and Service Act of
1940, as amended.

Mr. REVERCOMB cobtained the floor.

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. REVERCCOMB. I yield.

Mr. WILSON. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

The

Alken Green Mitcheil
Austin Gurney Moore
Bankhead Hart Morse
Bilbo Hatch Murdock
Brewster Hawkes Murray
Bridges Hayden O'Mahoney
Burton Hickenlooper Radcliffe
Bushfield Hiu Reed
Butler Hoey Revercomb
Byrd Johneon, Colo. Robertson
Capehart Johnston, 8. C. Russell
Capper La Follette Smith
Chandler Langer Stewart
Chavez MeCarran Tobey
Cordon MeClellan Tunnell
Donnell McFarland Tydings
Downey McEKellar Wagner
Eastland McMahon ‘Walsh
Ellender Magnuson White
Ferguson Maybank Wiley
Gerry Milllkin Wilson

Mr. HILL, I announce that the Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the Sen-
ator from New York [Mr. Meap]l, and
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Scruc-
HAM] are absent because of illness.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. An-
pREWS] is necessarily absent.

The Senator from Missourli [Mr.
Brices] is absent on public business.

The ESenator from Kentucky [Mr,
Barkrey], the Sznator from Georgia
[Mr GeorcE], and the Senator from
Utah [Mr. THOMAS] are absent visiting
various concentration and prison camps
in Europe.

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Con-
NALLY] is absent as a delegate to the
International Conference in San Fran-
cizeo.

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Mrvyers] is absent attending the funeral
of a relative.

The Senator from Montana [Mr.
WaeeLER] is absent on official business.

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr,
BaiLeyl, the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. FuiericaT], the Senator from
Pennsylvania [Mr. GUFFeEY], the Senator
from Illinois [Mr. Lucas]l, the Senator
from Texas [Mr. O’'DanieL], the Senator
from Louisiana [Mr. OverTON], the Sen-
ator from Florida [Mr. PeppEr], and the
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS]
are absent attending committee meet-
ings and public business pertaining to
their respective States.

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Min-
nesota [Mr. BaLL] is absent because of
a death in his family.

The Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Brooks], the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. WHERRY], and the Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr, SALTONSTALL] are
absent on official business.

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Van-
DENBERG] is absent on official business as
a delegate to the International Confer-
ence at San Francisco.

The Senator from Idaho [Mr, THoMAS]
is absent because of illness.

_purpose, Mr. President.
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The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Youncl, and the Senator from Indiana
[Mr. WiLLis] are absent on official busi-
ness.

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. TarTl,
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Buckl,
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr, SxHipP-
sTEAD], and the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
HickenLocPER] are detained on official
business. g

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Six-
ty-three Senators having answered to
their names, a quorum is present.

The question is on agreeing to the
modified amendment proposed by the
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. STEWART]
for himself and cother Scnators fo the
bill H. R. 2625.

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
RevercomB] has the floor.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, will the
Senator from West Virginia yield to me?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield.

Mr. WALSH. Yesterday, during the
debate, the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Tarr] suggested that the word “combat”
be inserted before the word “vessels” in
line 4, on page 2, of the redrafted amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Ten-
nessee on behalf of himself and other
Senators. The Senator from Tennessee
is willing to accept that modification, and
I suggest that it be made now so as to
make the record clear.

Mr. STEWART. Iam willing to make
the modification suggested. The Senator
from Ohio [Mr. Tarr] made the sugges-
tion yesterday.

Mr. WALSH. The modification will be
made in line 4, on page 2, to insert the
word “combat’ before the word “vessels.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Tennessee has the right to
modify his amendment accordingly.

Mr. STEWART. That modification is
acceptable.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the
Senator from West Virginia yield to me?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield.

Mr. HILL. I wonder if the Senator
from West Virginia will yield to the Sen-
ator from Tennessee, so the Senator from
Tennessee may at this time read to the
Senate his amendment, as modified, in
line with the statements which have just
been made. Several changes have been
made in the amendment since it was first
offered, and it would be well if the Senate
were advised of the language the Senator
from Tennessee now Proposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from West Virginia yield for
that purpose?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield for that
I intended to
read the amendment as it now is, but I
am glad to have the Senator from Ten-
nessee do so.

Mr, STEWART. Mr. President, I will
say for the benefit of the acting majority
leader that there was placed on the desk
of each Senator this morning a reprint
of the amendment with all the modifica=
tions that were accepted yesterday. I
shall be glad to read the amendment in
its present form, or ask that it be read
at the desk, if that is considered fo be
necessary. There will be no change in
the amendment which now is printed and
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lies on the desks of Senators except for
the insertion of the word “combat” before
the word “vessels” in line 4, on page 2.
That is the modification to which the
Senator from Massachuseits [Mr.
WarsH] referred, as being in line with
the suggestion made by the Senator from
Ohio [Mr. Tart] yesterday.» I am willing
to accept that modification, and I un-
derstand that my colleagues who.joined
with me in offering the amendment are
agreeable to the modification.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, if
the Senator from Alabama is anxious to
have the amendment as it now stands
read, let me say that I intend to read it
at the beginning of my statement.

Mr. HILL. If the Senator inftends to
read the amendment, I shall not ask to
have it read.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President,
for several days we have discussed the
exiension of the Selective Training and
Service Act, and particularly an amend-
ment to it which deals with the training
of 18-year-old inductees. The amend-
ment which we are now considering, in
its present form, reads as follows:

Sec. —. Bection 8 (a) of such act, as
amended, is hereby amended by striking out
the period at the end thereof and inserting
in lieu thereof a colon and the following:
“And provided further, That no man under
19 years of age who is inducted into the
land or naval forces under the provisions
of this act shall be ordered into actual com-
bat service until after he has been given
at least 8 months of military training of such
character and to the extent necessary to pre-
pare such inductee for combat duty; this
proviso shall not be construed as preventing
the assignment of enlisted men of the Navy
or Coast Guard and the reserve components
thereof to duty for training on combat ves-
sels of the Navy or Coast Guard and at naval
bases beyond the continental limits of the
United States.”

To me the language of the amendment
is quite clear. Its meaning is simple. A
fixed, limitation would be placed upon
the military and naval authorities with
respect to inductees under 19, requiring
at least 6 months' training before they
are ordered into combat service. The
reason for legislation upon this particu-
lar subject is that the military itself has
changed its policy. Later I intend to
go back and briefly summarize the his-
tory of the Selective Training and Serv-
ice Act, but suffice it to say that as re-
cently as June 7, 1944, General McNar-
ney, Assistant Chief of Staff of the Army,
and then, I believe, the Acting Chief of
Staff, announced publicly that—

The Army today 1s not sending men under
19 years of age assigned to the infantry for
overseas service.

Later that policy was revised to in-
clude men assigned to the armored
forces. So in June 1944 it was the pol-
icy of the War Department that no boy
under 19 years of age was sent into the
infantry as a replacement, and no boy
under 19 years of age was placed in an
armored division.

Then, on December 7, 1944, Mr, Patter~
son, the Under Secretary of War, made
a public statement revoking that policy.
In War Times, which is a weekly cfficial
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publication of the War Department, pub-
lished at the direction of the Secretary
of War, we find this item on page 2 of
the issue of December §, 1944:

The necessity for Infantry and armored-
force replacements has forced the Army to
change its policy of withholding men under
19 years of ag® from active battle fromts,
Under Secretary of War Robert P. Patterson
disclosed In his press conference yesterday.
The Under Secretary stated, however, that
8 months, including his perlod of training,
intervened between a man’'s induction into
the Army and his going into combat. Under
no circumstances is a soldier sent into an
active sector until he has received adequate
training, and examinations have proved his
physical condition equal to the hardships of
combat service.

Thus, we see that in June the Acting
Chief of Staff of the Army made the
public announcement that no boy under
19 years of age was being sent into com-
bat as an Infantry replacement, and
later that none were being sent into the
armored forces. Then, in December, we
see the War Department changing that
policy. The policy stated in the item
which I have just read, namely, that 8
months elapsed between the time of in-
duction and going into battle, has not
been followed, and has not be complied
with in all cases, as stated in this press
release. I intend to bring out that fact
by individual cases.

Mr. President, legislation upon the
subject of training is nothing new.
There is nothing novel in it. As a mat-
ter of fact, our Government is the only
one of the Allied governments, with the
possible exception of China, which has
not legislated upon this very subject.

Great Britain has a definite provision
in its draft law that no boy shall be
sent out of the British Isles in any de-
partment of the service until he is 18
years and 6 months old—not that he
shall have 6 months’ training but that
he shall not be sent out of the British
Isles, even for training elsewhere, until
he is 18 years and 6 months of age.

In Canada the boys are not sent out
until they are 19 years of age. Moreover,
up until last December, they did not go
abroad to fight the enemy in Europe un-
less they volunteered to do so. It is in-
teresting to note that when that policy
was changed, even as late as December
1944, the number of the contingent sent
abroad was fixed by statute at 16,000.

No boy may leave Australia for service
abroad until he is 19 years of age.

In New Zealand, which is one of our
allies, no boy may leave the shores of his
country to fight a foreign enemy until he
is 21 years of age.

Russia’s conscription act fixes the ages
between 19 and 50. It is possible that
Russia has called up boys under 19; but
Russia was invaded. Her land was being
marched over. She grabbed anyone she
could to fight in defense of her terri-
tory. Russia armed her defenders in any
way they could be armed; but she had a
fixed policy of law as to the age of those
who might be sent into combat.

The United States alone, of all the
Allied countries, has not taken such a
step. So the legislation proposed is not
novel, Mr, President. It is rather novel
that we have not acted before. I believe
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that this Government owes a duty to
those whom it has called into service to
take as much action for their protection
as the government of any of Allied coun-
tries has taken.

Mr. BUSHFIELD. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield.

Mr, BUSHFIELD. I wish to say to the
Senator that I am in hearty accord with
the proposed amendment, and I expect
to vote for it; but I wonder why the
words “under 19 years of age” were in-
cluded. Should there not be a require-
ment that 6 months’ training be given
every inductee, regardless of his age?

Mr. REVERCOMB. The question is
very definitely a fair one. So far as I
am concerned, I believe that any induc-
tee of any age should be given 6 months’
training. But I wish to point out that,
as a practical matter, most of the sol-
diers, sailors, and marines who will be
brought into service in the armed forces
by way of induction from now on prob-
ably will be of the 18-year-old class,
Also, I am thoroughly impressed with
the fact that often there is a consider-
able difference between the development
of an 18-year-old boy and that of a 19-
year-old boy. Of course, that is not
always so; but boys in their late teens
develop rapidly. I believe the average
boy 19 years old is much more mature,
both physically and mentally, than the
average 18-year-old boy. The training
which is given such a boy after he is
inducted is for the purpose of equipping
him to be a good fighter and at the same
time to take care of himself, because a
wounded or dead soldier is not effective
in fighting for the cause of his country.

There has been a great deal of dis-
cussion to the effect that the thing to
do is to give these inductees some basic
training for a few weeks, by which they
may get acquainted with their guns, and
then finish their training in actual bat-
tle, beside seasoned troops. First, let me
point out that today soldiers very seldom
go into battle in mass formation. Usu-
ally they are scatiered or are fighting in
small groups, sometimes groups com-
posed of only two men. I am not very
much impressed with the idea of giving
a boy a small amount of training to
begin with and then sending him into
combat beside a seasoned soldier, be-
cause under such circumstances not only
would he be a menace to himself, but he
would be a menace to the seasoned,
trained trooper who would have to look
out for him.

This subject first came up at the time

when the Senate was considering the ex- .

tension or amendment of the Selective
Training and Service Act to include 18-
year-old and 19-year-old boys. That
was in October 1942, At that time the
same subject we are discussing today
was debated. I wish to point out that in
the Senate it was agreed that no boy
under 20 years of age should be sent
abroad until he had received a year’s
training, That policy was adopted by
the Senate in 1942. Provision for it was
taken out of the bill in conference.
Then, as now, the military leaders begged
that no restrictions be placed upon them,
but at that time the Senate felt that a
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restriction should be placed upon them,
and the Senate so acted.

Today we are only requesting that
these young men be given at least 6
months’ training before they are placed
in actual combat, and that the 6 months’
training be given anywhere, so long as it
is effective and will train them to be
good fighters and enable them to take
care of themselves.

Mr, HAWKES. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield to me for a moment?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield.

Mr., HAWEKES. I believe I have a
thought which will appeal to the Sena-
tor. The pending amendment reads in
part as follows:

And provided further, That no man under
19 years of age who is inducted into the land
or naval forces under the provisions of this

act shall be ordered into actual combat
service.

A few minutes ago the Senator made a
very fine point in regard to Russia. I
think his position is extremely well
taken.

Mr, REVERCOMB. I thank the Sen-
ator.

Mr. HAWEKES. I believe the amend-
ment will receive much more endorse-
ment if its sponsors adopt the suggestion
I am about to make. Of course, Russia
called upon her boys and her women,
and we would call upon our boys or our
women or anyone else in this country to
defend this Nation if it were attacked
and if the combat were brought to our
shores.

So I suggest that the amendment be
modified at that point so as to read:

Shall be ordered into actual combat service

outside the territorial limits of the United
States.

Such a modification would provide for
any eventualities in case our Nation were
attacked. Of course, today we do not
expect it to be attacked. However, under
the modification I have suggested, if it
were attacked any 18-year-old boy or
anyone else who had received any kind
of training could be ordered by the mili-
tary leaders into actual service.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I thank the Sen-
tor for presenting the suggestion; but,
with all due deference to him, I do not
think it is necessary to include in the
amendment the words he has suggested,
because regardless of any law which
might be enacted, if this country were
invaded the result would be the same as
that which occurred in Russia, namely,
we would call into the service everyone
who could bear arms, regardless of age.

Mr. HAWEKES. I wonder whether
there would be any real objection to in-
cluding in the amendment the words I
have suggested, and thus showing clearly
what we have in mind. The addition, in
my opinion, would be most worth while,

Mr. REVERCOMB, I myself have no
objection to it, but I would wish to confer
with other Senators before agreeing to
include it.

Mr. HAWKES. I earnestly suggest
that the Senator seriously consider its
inclusion, because I believe it would im-~
prove the amendment.

Mr. REVERCOMB. 1Ithank the Sena-
tor for the suggestion,
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Mr. President, returning to the point
that the Selective Training and Service
Act was amended in October 1942, so as
to make it apply to 18-year-old and 19-
year-old boys, I wish to point out the
position which was taken by the military
leaders at that time, Of course, the mili-
tary leaders will oppose the pending
amendment. They wish to have com-
plete power and domination in every re-
spect over every person in the country in
time of war. I shall not attempt and I
would not attempt to dim the words of
preise which have heen spoken of the
leaders of our military and naval forces.
No one could do that. But I wish to say
that is no reason why any Member of the
Congress should evede his duty to look
after the welfare of the people of this
counfry in time of war as well as in time
of peace. If such boys are to be called
into service under laws made by this
body, certainly this body should see to it
that they receive proper training.

1 say again that we are the only coun-
try of which I know that has not legis-
lated upon this subject. I think the time
has come, under the facts-of the case
relative to the sending of American
troops into battle, for us to legislate.

In 1942, when the Selective Training
and Service Act was amended to cover
the 18-year-old and 19-year-old boys, I
am sure the people of our country be-
lieved that such boys would receive a
year's training. If Senators will study
the Recorp of those days they will find
that, judging from the remarks made by
Senators at that time, many Senators be-
lieved that such inductees would receive
a year's training.

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr., REVERCOMB. I yield.

Mr. KILGORE. Hasthe Senator read
the debate which took place on the

subject?
Mr. REVERCOMB. Yes.
. Mr, EILGORE, I wonder if the Sen-

ator gained the impression from the
debate that the program of inducting
18-year-olds was not for the purpose of
affording them the opportunity of 1
year's training.

"Mr. REVERCOMB. I feel that that
definitely was the thought of many Sen-
ators who voted on the matter in 1942,

Mr. KILGORE. How does the Sena-
tor interpret the record which was in-
terpreted by some as meaning that that
was the purpose of the bill?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I should be glad
to have the views of my colleague who
was then in the Senate on that subject.
I should like fo know his views as to
what was intended?

Mr. KEILGORE. I should like to have
the view of my colleague, and his im-
pression gained from reading the debate.

Mr. REVERCOMB. From reading the
debate I am impressed with the belief
that it was the intention of those who
voted for the bill that by calling up 18
and 19-year-old boys a year’s training
would result. The Senators who voted
for the bill had reason to believe in that
way. In fairness to General Marshall,
who testified, I wish to say that at no
time did he say that individuals must be
given a year's training. However, he
did say it required a year of training to
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prepare a division. He stated that the
Germans trained their divisions for 2
years before putting them into combat.

I also read the following language from
the statement of General Marshall. It
is from the Recorp of October 22, 1942:

But it should be perfectly clear in your
mind that what we turn out in January 1943
is not available until January 1944, and the
men whom it is proposed to induct under this
estimate in December 1843 will not be avail-
able in newly trained units until January
1945,

Mr, KILGORE. Mr,
the Senator yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield.

Mr. KILGORE. I ask the Senator if
he would not naturally draw the con-
clusion from the statement which he has
read that 1 year's fraining would be
provided.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Certainly, I would
draw that conclusion; and the people of
this country had the right to believe from
that language that there would be a year
of training.

Mr. President, I wish to point out that
I believe there has been a definite viola-
tion of that understanding. I believe
there has been a gross departure from
the Army’s own policy as announced by
the Acting Chief of Staff when he said,
that no boy under 19 years of age was
being sent into combat as an Infantry
replacement. I also believe there has
been a departure from the policy as an-
nounced in the statement contained in
the release of the War Department on
December 8, 1944, in which it was stated
that 8 months of training were required
from the time a boy was inducted until
he was placed in combat.

I have received numerous letters on
this subject. I shall not attempt to read
all of them. For the benefit of the Sen-
ate I wish to invite attention to some of
the cases, tragic as they are, which abso-
lutely impress me with the necessity of
action by this Government. Can we not
see the position in which the American
18-year-old boy is placed unless we act?
Here are our allies, exercising definite
limitations as to when their young men
may leave their country. We are not
doing that. We say, “Give them the
training before pufting them into com-
bat, wherever they may be.” However,
our allied countries have said that their
boys may not leave England, for exam-
ple, until they are 18% years old; that
they shall not leave Canada until they
are 19 years old; that they shall not
leave Australia until they are 19 years
old; and that they shall not leave New
Zealand until they are 21 years old. In
what position does that leave the Ameri-
can boy? When troops are needed and
our allies are asked to supply men, the
answer is that the men are not avail-
able. Why are they not available? Be-
cause of the legislation enacted in those
countries for the protection of their
boys. The result is that we are calling
out American boys to fill in the gap. Do
Senators wonder that Mr. Churchill rose
on the floor of the House of Commons in
the early part of January and said that
the losses on the western front were from
60 to 70 Americans to 1 Britain?

Mr. President, we owe the great duty
to our military leaders of backing them
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up, and we have backasd them up. We
have been confronted with the duty of
doing our part in the prosecution of this
war, and we have done so. Buf we alsp
owe the duty to every American boy who
is called into service of insuring that he
shall not be made the victim of a legis-
lative situation which we create by fail-
ing to enact a proper law.

I invite attention to a letter which was
addressed to the Baltimore Sun. It
reads in part as follows:

I have a son who, after only 12 weeks of
training at a southern camp and a §-day
furlough at the end, was shipped overseas.
My son will reach his 19th birthday June
6, 1945. We have already received that
much-dreaded telegram from the Secretary
of War expressing his deep regret that our
son was wounded in France, March 21, 1945.

There was a case involving 12 weeks
of training.

The other day during the course of
the debate I heard it said that a man who
had received a year's training could be
wounded as well as a man who received
less training. Of course that is true.
But I assert that the man who has been
trained can better fight, and better take
care, not only of himself but his com-
rades around him, than can the man
who has not received adequate training.
Of course, I realize that no assurance
can be given against his being wounded
or killed, regardless of how much train-
ing he has received. But when we take
green, untrained boys, some of whom are
undeveloped, and place them in the
armed forces they certainly, and in all
reason, are less fitted to protect them-
selves and those around them than they
would be after receiving adequate train-
ing. I submit that 6 months of train-
ing is a minimum of adequate training
in such a war as this, involving the use
of unusual weapons.

Mr. President, I have before me a let-
ter from Brooklyn, N. ¥. It was not
written by the mother of a boy in the
service. It was written by a lady who
apparently was finely interested in
American boys. She speaks of two boys
in her church who were killed before
they were 1815 years old. That was not
8 months from the time of induction
until they had been placed in combat.
I read from that letter:

Two ot these immature boys who attended
my church were killed before they were 1814
years old. Just think of it—1814 years old.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. REVERCOMB, I yield.

Mr. LUCAS. Did the letter from
which the Senator has just read state
that those boys had been inducted?

Mr. REVERCOMB. The letter does
not state that they had been inducted.

Mr. LUCAS. In other words, those
boys may have been volunteers,

Mr. REVERCOMB. That is hardly

. possible; it is not mentioned in the let-

ter. I do not believe that there were
any volunteers in the Army in 1944, I
do not believe—in fact, I know that a
hoy cannot enter the service until he is
18 years of age, whether he enters as
the result of being drafted by his board,
or volunteers through the board., So
they must have been 18 when they went
into the Army.
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Mr, LUCAS. Mr. President, that is an
assumption upon the part of the Sen-
ator. There have been many 18-year-
old boys, and even younger ones, who
volunteered in this war and were killed.
Boys are still volunteering in the Navy
service, as I understand.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Does the Senator
know of any boys 18 years old who volun-
teered in the Army?

Mr. LUCAS. They are inducted after
they are 18, but I raise the point in con-
nection with the letter the Senator has
read whether or not the boys might not
have been volunteers, and then the ques-
tion arises as to how much training they
had. The letter does not say anything
about the training the boys had.

Mr, REVERCOMB. No; the letter does
not say anything about the training, but
if a boy cannot enter the Army until he
is 18 and he is killed before he is 1815,
we can pretty well know that he did not
have 6 months’ training.

I have here a letter from Iowa which
states that a boy who received 12 weeks’
training was killed when he was 18 years
of age. I desire to read the letter:

I'm glad for the stand you take in defense
of the 18-year-old boys. It is too late to
save my son, He was 18 last August. After
only 12 weeks’ training in the Infantry he was
sent across the last of January, landing Feb-
ruary 2, and was killed in the front lines in
Germany on March 5.

I have before me the case of an 18-
year-old ‘California boy who received 14
weeks’ training and was then sent into
combat and killed.

Here is a case from the State of Illinois
of another 18-year-old boy who had 14
weeks’ training in the Infantry and then
was sent into combat.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
ErLenpEr in the chair). Does the Sen-
ator from West Virginia yield to the Sen-
ator from Indiana?

Mr. REVERCOMB. 1yield to the Sen-
ator from Indiana.

Mr. CAPEHART. Why is it that Eng-
land and Canada and New Zealand and
Australia prohibit: their boys from going
into combat duty until, in some in-
stances, they are as old as 21?

Mr. REVERCOMB. That is the case
in New Zealand.

Mr. CAPEHART. What is the reason
for it?

Mr. REVERCOMB. The reason for it
is that the legislative bodies of those
countries and their governments feel
that boys of such tender years are rather
immature and ought to be trained. I
assign that as the reason, and certainly
that is the best reason that could be ad-
vanced, They feel that they owe to their
own people some consideration; they
feel that they owe to the boys whom they
have called up for battle duty the con-
sideration of keeping them at home until
they are properly trained and sufficiently
mature to go ouf and fight and be able to
protect themselves and others around
them.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr, President, may
I ask the Senator another question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator fram West Virginia yield further
to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. REVERCOMB. 1 yield.
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Mr. CAPEHART. Why should our
boys be asked to do something that the
English, the Canadian, the Australian,
and the New Zealand boys are not asked
to do? What do we have that they do
not have?

Mr. REVERCOMB. 1 feel that we
should not ask anything of our boys that
the Governments of our Allied countries
are not asking of theirs. I think it is
a great wrong, and I believe it goes be-
yond the question of letting the military
fight the war, for we owe and we must,
even aft this late day, give to the boys
of this country and to all our people the
protection which this Government that
represents them should give them.

Returning to some of the cases that
have been called to my attention, I have
from Indiana the cases of 3 boys 18 years
old, members of the same school class,
who have been killed. I read from the
letter.

In the last month we have lost three 18-
year-old boys of our community. Two of
those boys stood on our commencement day
platform last year. These boys were too
young for combat duty.

The writers of that letter were not
talking about their own sons; they were
talking about other boys of their com-
munity.

I do not make an appeal, Mr. President,
upon the ground of sentiment—though,
if it is sentiment, it is a good one—but I
appeal to you upon the ground of fair-
ness to our American boys. I do not
want them placed in a position where
they are going to be made the victims,
or the goats, so to speak, of a legislative
situation in the allied countries. Fur-
thermore I make the appeal not only for
the green trooper, but I make it for the
trained man with whom the 18-year-old
youth is sent into combat, and who as-
sumes another risk when he attempts
to look out for and protect the new boy.
. The statement has been made that
8 months elapse between the time of his
induction and the time he enters battle.
I have here the case from Ashtabula,
Ohio, of an 18-year-old boy who was
killed 5 months after his induction.
There was no 8 months’ period there.

With all respect to the great military
leaders of our country, I say to you, Mr.
President, that the time has come when
the people, and particularly the boys who
are inducteg. have a right to look to their
Government to protect them equally with

. those alongside whom they fight. Of

course, in time of war the military
leaders will conduct the war; we look to
them and we lean upon them to do it;
but the time has not come when we
should turn over the civil policies of the
Government to the military of this coun-
try, however much we may respect them.
The young men of the country are taken
under an edict, a law, of the Congress;
and if we have the duty to call them into
service, we also have the duty to say that
they shall receive adequate training
when they are called.

There was circulated around the coun-
try some weeks ago a picture which ap-
peared apparently in many newspapers
throughout the United States, because
the same picture was cut out and sent to
me from various cities and towns. I
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have it here. It is a picture of two Ger-
man boys. The title is “Teen-Age
Nagzis,” and then it is stated:

These two boys, 17 (left) and 18, were part
of the troops thrown up against Field Mar-
shal Montgomery's men after they spanned
the Rhine. Both boys went into combat with
less than 12 weeks of preliminary training.

Mr. President, that was given to the
American public and given to us to shock
us, to hold up before us the situation of
the enemy, to shock us into knowing how
little training the enemy were giving to
their teen-age boys.

We have been guilty of the same of-
fense. Those German boys were fight-
ing on their native soil; they were called
up to fight with only 12 weeks’ training,
it is said; and here we have cases of
American boys being shipped abroad to
fight with 12 weeks’ training, some being
killed before they are 1815 years of age.

I submit, and I submit in all earnest-
ness, that the time has come when our
own people have a right to look to their
Government for action in this matter.
Six months is certainly a short enough
time. Our own General Staff, announc-
ing through the Deputy Chief of Staff
only last June, said that the policy of
the Army was not to send in an infantry
replacement under 19 years of age, and
the policy of the Army was not to send
into combat in the armored divisions
anyone less than 19 years of age., That
was the policy of the Army. If it was
sound then, it is sound now. If they had
that consideration for the young 18-
year-old, if they felt that he was not a
good trooper until he was 19, the same
course of reasoning applies today, and
he is not a seasoned enough soldier to be
used now.

Without further argument in this
cause, for further argument is not nec-
essary, I say that the time is now at hand
for America to act in this serious matter
and to put upon our military, into whose
hands we place these boys, the duty of
training them for a fixed period. Never
yet has there been any reason, I care
not what the situation may have been,
for sending green, untrained troops of
America into battle.

I know the zeal with which military
men lead. They are there to fight. I
have heard generals speak of soldiers as
“bodies,” saying, “We want so many
bodies.” I do not like that reference.
Perhaps they have to be hardened, but
you and I, Mr. President, owe the definite
obligation to these boys to see that they
do receive adequate training. And even
the military themselves said they were
not putting them into the infantry and
the armored divisions until they were 19
years of age, but they are, we find, now
violating that policy. I say that if they
once adopted that policy as a good one,
it is just as good now. Certainly we are
not going too far when we ask for a min-
imum fraining of 6 months.

We still have a representative govern-
ment in America; we still have our great
Republic; our people still speak thLrough
their selected representatives, in war as
well as in time of peace, and when the
time comes for us to act upon a subject
of this kind, the representatives of the
people will do it with courage, without
hysteria, with soundness. Again I say,
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Mr, President, that the time is here, on
this day, when Congress must act if we
are to perform our duty toward the
American boys we have called up for
the highest and most dangerous service
that can be placed on any citizen.

Mr. HILL. Mpr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorunf

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll. :

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the

following Scnators answered to their
names:

Alken Hart Murdock
Austin Hatch Murray
Eailey Eawkes O'Daniel
Brewster Hayden O'Mahoney
Eridges Hickenlooper Pepper
Buck Hill Radcliffe
Burton Hoey Reed
Bushfield Johnson, Colo, Revercomb
Byrd Johnston, S, C. Robertson
Capehart Kilgore Russell
Capper La Follette Ehipstead
Chandler Lucas Smith
Chavez MeCarran Stewart
Donnell MeClellan Talt
Downey McFarland Taylor
Eastland McKellar Thomas, Okla,
Ellender McMahon Tunnell
Ferguson Magnuson Tydings
Fulbright Maybank ‘Walsh
Gerry Millikin ‘White
Green Mitchell Wiley
Gurney Lorse Wiison

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Bixty-
six Senators having answered to their
names, a quorum is present.

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment, as modified, offered by the
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. STEWART]
for himself and other Senators.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, as I ex-
amine the amendment now pending,
which has been modified by the Walsh
amendment, it seems that men 18 years
of age who are drafted into the Army
would have to have the 6 months’ train-
ing, but that men who volunteer to go
into the Marine Corps or those who are
in the Navy or in the Coast Guard or
the reserve components thereof, would
not have to have 6 months’ training.

The amendment makes discrimination
as betweep the marines on the one hand
and the Army on the other. The dis-
crimination is between men who are 18
years of age and those who are 17 years
of age, because the amendment would
apply only to 18-year-olds in the Army,
whereas we know there are many men
who enlist in the Navy and in the Marine
Corps who are 17 years of age, and the
amendment would not apply to them.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. WALSH. As I inferpret the
amendment, as to ithose who are drafted
into the Marine Corps cr into the Coast
Guard—if there are any drafted into the
Coast Guard—the Navy will be obliged
to prevent them from being sent into
ordinary combat for 6 months. In other
words, the Marine Corps draftees and
the Coast Guard draftees will be treated
the same as the Army men who are un-
der 18 years of age. The amendment
proposed by me would permit the Navy
to put enlisted men in the Navy person-
nel or in the Coast Guard on vessels, to
be trained on vessels, though they have
not been in the service 6 months. If the
amendment is agreed to, I do not think
there would be any distinction between
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the draftees in the Marine Corps and in
the Coast Guard and the draftees in the
Army.

Mr. HILL. Mr, President, as the Sen-
ator knows, and it is certainly my in-
formation, practically all the men who go
into the Marines are volunteers. Today
the Navy is obtaining half its new incre-
ment of personnel by volunteering. As
we know, many if not most of the men
who are volunteering are 17 years of age.

Mr. President, to show the inconsist-
ency of this kind of legislation, that is,
of Congress trying to do a thing of this
kind, by the amendment we would say
that a man who is 18 years of age must
have at least 6 months’ training, whereas
for the man who is 17 years of age we
preseribe no training whatever.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, HILL., I yield.

Tir. WALSH. Of course, the Senator’s
Argument is made against the original
amendment which would apply to both
the Army and the Navy. Those who
volunteer into the Army are not subject
to the amendment.

Mr. HILL. Of course the Senator
knows that the Army is not now taking
men who volunteer. All the men who
now come into the Army come in through
the Selective Service. I think the
Marines are getting practically all their
men by voluntary enlistment. I think
the Coast Guard has gotten most of its
men, if not all of them, by enlistment.
The Navy, according to the figures which
I have, which I am sure are correct, is
getting about half its men by enlistment.
Remember that most of these men who
are coming in by enlistment are under
18. They are 17-year-old boys.

If we adopt the amendment we shall be
in the position of saying that we want to
throw this protection around the 18-
year-old to be sure that he receives 6
months’ training, but so far as the 17-
year-old is concerned we do nothing
about him at all.

Mr. WALSH. I think the argument of
the Senator is correct. The purpose of
the modification suggested by me is to
prevent the amendment being so inter-
preted that the Navy would be precluded
from training its men on vessels. The
amendment is applicable to the Navy.
Of course, the Navy would be even better
protected from this amendment if the
words “or Navy” in the first clause of
the amendment as originally presented
were stricken out.

Mr. HILL. In other words, what the
Senator is seeking to do is to take the
Navy out from under this amendment.

Mr. WALSH. No.

Mr. HILL. To a very large extent that
is the purpose.

Mr, WALSH. That is true.

Mr. HILL. That is the purpose of the
modification suggested by the Senator.

Mr. WALSH. It is to prevent the
Navy from being denied the right to place
upon g vessel for training a boy who has
enlisted or volunteered. The amend-
ment would not exempt the marines or
Seabees, because they do the same kind
of work the Army does. They would
not come under this amendment. Only
those who are training on ships would be
excepted.
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Mr. HILL. The Senator realizes, of
course, that under the terms of the
amendment, all marines and all Seabees
who have entered the service as volun-
teers would not come under the amend-
ment.

Mr. WALSH. In my opinion they
would.
Mr, HILL, I invite the Senator’s at-

tention to the language of the amend-
ment, which very clearly shows that they
would not come under the terms of the
amendment. It must be remembered
that this whole bill is an amendment to
the Seleetive Training and Service Act.
That is the act which Congress enacted
to draft men into the armed forces. I
invite the Senator’s attention to the lan-
guage of the amendment:

And provided further, That no man under
19 years of age who is inducted into the land
or naval forces under the provlslons of this
act—

That means the Selective Training and
Service Act.

Mr. WALSH, That is true.

Mr. HILL. The act continues:
shall be ordered into actual combat serv-
ice until after he has been given at least 6
months of military training—

Of course, under that language, any
man who volunteers to go into the Ma-
rines, the Navy, the Seabees, or the
Coast Guard would not come under the
inhibition which the amendment pre-
scribes.

Mr. WALSH. That is true.

Mr. HILL., Because he would not come
under the provisions of the Sclective
Training and Service Act.

Mr. WALSH. That is correct.

Mr. HILL. So we have the very dis-
crimination to which I am calling atten-
tion. The only men who would be af-
fected by the amendment would be men
18 years of age who were drafted into
the Army. Men who volunteered for the
Navy, the Seabees, the Marines, or the
Coast Guard, many thousands of them
being 17 years of age, would not come
under the terms of the amendment.

Mr. WALSH. That is my understand-
ing.

Mr. HILL. So we find a discrimina-
tion between boys 17 years old and those
18 years old.

Mr. WALSH. Al that would be ac-
complished by the modification which I
have suggested would be that the Navy
would be permitted to train, on vessels,
those under the age limit specified in
the amendment who entered the service
of the Navy. If they should happen to
be on g vessel which became engaged in
combat, the Navy could not be charged
with ordering them into combat.

Mr. HILL, What the Senator says is
the heart of the whole thing. I under-
stand that the Senator construes the
language to mean drafted men as well
as those who voluntarily enlist, Am I
correct in that interpretation?

Mr. WALSH. The Senator is correct.

Mr. HILL. The modification sug-
gested by the Senator would take the
Navy and the Coast Guard out from un-
der the amendment. I believe that would
be its practical effect. So far as the
marines are concerned, inasmuch as the
personnel of the marines has been built



3714

up by voluntary enlistment, the marines
would not be affected either. So what
do we find? When we carefully examine
the amendment, we find that it applies
only to boys in the Army who are 18
vears old. Because of the language of
the amendment, and because of the mod-
ification suggested by the distinguished
Senator from Massachusetts, the Navy,
the Coast Guard, the Seabees, and the
Marines, to all intents and purposes,
would be taken out from under the
amendment; and we find discrimination
between the Army on the one hand, and
the Navy, the Seabees, the Marine Corps,
and the Coast Guard on the other hand.

We find a further discrimination, in
that the amendment would apply only to
those who are 18 years old, whereas there
wotld be no application to those who are
younger than 18,

Mr. WALSH. In my opinion, the
amendment would apply to draftees who
are inducted into the Marine Corps and
Coast Guard, within these age limits, and
who are not trained on vessels. Such
men are not trained on vessels. Person-
ally, I feel that a marine, who is trained
for land combat, as a soldier is trained,
and a Seabee, who is trained as a soldier
is trained, should be treated in the same
way as Army draftees are treated. To
repeat, the purpose of my amendment is
to assure the Navy the right to place
upon vessels enlisted men who are to be
trained for sea duty.

Mr. HILL. I suppose the Senator is
correct. A Coast Guard man who is not
to be used on a vessel would not be
trained on a vessel. He would not, there-
fore, go into combat as a Coast Guard
man. I do not know how a Coast Guard
man would go into combat, except on a
vessel of some kind. He might be sta-
tioned at some land base, and there
might be an attack by enemy airplanes,
and he might be called upon to man an
antiaircraft gun. However, the practical
effect of the amendment is to take the
Navy, the Marines, the Coast Guard, and
the Seabees out from under the inhibi-
tions of the amendment, because they are
made up of men who voluntarily enlist.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, HILL. I yield.

Mr. REVERCOMB. The Senator has
made the argument that this provision
should apply to enlistees, and particu-
larly to those who enlist in the Navy at
17 years of age.

Mr. HILL. The Senator must not put
words in my mouth, because that thought
is not in my mind. I am not making that
appeal, because I am against the whole
theory of the amendment. I am calling
attention to the discrimination which
would exist under the terms of the
amendment.

Mr. REVERCOMB. If the amendment
were changed so as to apply to all per-
sons, whether inducted at the command
of the Government, or whether they en-
list with the consent of their parents,
would the Senator support the amend-
ment? :

Mr. HILL. I certainly would not sup-
port the amendment, because I am op-
posed to the whole proposition embodied
in the amendment. I am opposed to the
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Congress at this time trying to write into
the law any kind of inhibition such as
that embodied in the amendment. I be-
lieve that we should continue to allow
General Marshall and the officials of the
War Department to operate the Army,
as they have been operating it in the past.

Mr. REVERCOMB. With respect to
the 17-year-old enlistees, the Senator
realizes that they cannot enlist unless
they have the consent of their parents,
who, better than anyone else, know as to
their maturity and know the kind of boys
they are permitting to enter the service.
They know better than anyone else
whether or not they can fit into the train-
ing which is being offered.

Furthermore, with respect to the
Marines, I quote from a letter which the
able Senator from Alabama placed in
the RECORD on April 23, 1945. The letter
was written by Secretary of the Navy
Forrestal.

As to the Marine Corps, it 15 the present
practice, even under the extreme combat
pressure and high casualties encountered, to
afford recruits 5 months’ training in the
United States and further trailning in a
combat unit on the advanced fronts which
is in preparation for future operations,

Mr. HILL. That is exactly right.

Mr, REVERCOMB. As a practical
madtter, no wrong is done the marines.

Mr. HILL. So far as the marines are
concerned, the Secretary says that they
are given 5 months’ training in the
United States. The Senator’s amend-
ment would make it mandatory that they
shall not go into combat until they have
had at least 6 months of training. How-
ever, I do not think the amendment
would apply to the marines. The ma-
rines are largely made up of personnel
who volunteered, rather than of those
who were drafted under the Selective
Training and Service Act. Under the
language of the amendment as it now
stands, with the Walsh proviso, I think
the Navy, the Marines, the Coast Guard,
and the Seabees, according to my way
of thinking, are fairly well taken care
of. For all practical purposes, I think
they are outside the scope of the amend-
ment. I wish to congratulate my dis-
tinguished friend the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts, who always is so able and so
diligent in behalf of the Navy. Today
we have the mightiest Navy the mind of
man ever dreamed of, and there has been
no greater friend and no greater builder
of our Navy than the distinguished
chairman of the Committee on Naval Af-
fairs. Icongratulate him. On thisvery
bill I think he has rendered the Navy a
great service.

Mr. WALSH. The Senator’s gracious
compliment is sincerely appreciated.

Mr. REVERCOMB. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. HILL., I yield to my friend the
Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. REVERCOMB. I join in the
statement made about the distinguished
Senator from Massachusetts.

With respect to the statement of the
Senafor from Alabama that the amend-
ment would prevent such inductees from
being placed in units abroad, I wish to
say there is nothing in the amendment
which states where they shall be trained.
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The only prohibition is that they shall
not be sent into combat until they have
had 6 months’ training.

Further, let me say that I do not agree
with the interpretation placed upon the
amendment by my able friend, namely,
that it does not apply to the Marine
Corps or to the Navy or to the Coast
Guard. Itsimply says, in substance, un-
der the modification offered by the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts, as I understand
it, that boys in the Navy may continue
to be trained aboard ship. That is all
it says. ;

Mr. HILL., But the Senator will ad-
mit, will he not, that it would not apply
to a marine who voluntarily entered the
service?

Mr. REVERCOMB. Yes; as to a vol-
unteer, that is correct at the present
time.

Mr, HILL. And does not the Senator
know that today practically all those in
the Marine Corps have entered that serv-
ice by way of voluntary enlistment?

Mr. REVERCOMB, Not all the per-
sonnel.

Mr, HILL. Practically all of them
have,

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, HILL. I yield.

Mr. MURDOCEK. I should like to ask
a question of the Presiding Officer or the
distinguished junior Senator from Ala-
bama. Has the word “combat” been
accepted as a part of the Walsh amend-
ment or modification on page 2, in line 4?

Mr. HILL. It is my understanding
that the authors of the amendment ac-
cepted that word and modified their
amendment to include it, as they had a
right to do. ~ As che Senator knows, when
an amendment is offered on the floor,
until the yeas and nays have been ordered
on it the authors of the amendment have
a right to modify it in any way they may
see fit. It is my understanding that the
amendment has been modified by its
authors to include the word “combat.”
In fact, the distinguished junior Senator
from Tennessee [Mr. StewarTl, one of
the authors of the amendment, so stated
on the floor of the Senate earlier in the
day.

Mr. MURDOCEK. So we now have a
prohibition against placing any Navy en-
listed man on a combat vessel until after
he has had 6 months’ training.

Mr. HILL. No, no. The very purpose
of the proviso was to do the opposite.
The very purpose of the proviso was to
do the exact contrary, namely, to permit
the Navy men, whether they were in-
ducted or whether they voluntarily en-
listed, to go on a combat vessel before
they had had 6 months’ training. That
was the purpose of the proviso.

Mr. MURDOCK. But now we have
just the reverse of that, if the amend-
ment is adopted, namely, that they can-
not go on a combat vessel.

Mr, HILL. No. If the amendment is
adopted, they can go on a combat vessel,
That is what I was calling attention to.
In other words today the amendment is
so very discriminatory. What it has
done, for all practical purposes, is to
take the Navy, practically all the Coast
Guard, and the Marines and the Sea-
bees out from under its provisions, leav-
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ing within its scope only those in the
Army, the land forces.

Mr., MURDOCK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. MURDCCEK. The amendment has
been changed so often and so rapidly that
I have not been able to keep up with it.
The Senator now takes the position that
regardless of the fact that an enlisted
man in the Navy has not received 6
months’ training, he can nevertheless be
assigned to duty on a combat vessel.

Mr: HILL. That is correct. The Sen=
ator will observe the following language
on page 2:

This proviso shall not be construed—

And the proviso referred to is that
appearing on page 1 of the amend-
ment——

Mr. MURDOCK. I understand.

Mr. HILL. At that point we find the
following language:

Thizs proviso shall not be construed as pre-
venting the assignment of enlisted men of
the Navy or Coast Guard and the reserve
components thereof to duty for training on
combat vessels ot the Navy or Coast Guard
and at naval bases beyond the continental
limits of the United States.

The whole purpose of the amendment
and the very reason why I congratulated
the distinguished Senator from Massa-
chusetts, the chairman of the Committee
on Naval Affairs, so warmly and so heart-
ily was that I feel he has taken the Navy
out from under the operation of the
amendment.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield to me?

- Mr, HILL. I should like to say a fur-

ther word, and then I shall be delighted
to yield to my friend the Senator from
South Carolina,

Mr. President, this is exactly what the
authors of the amendment have done
when they modified their amendment to
include the Walsh amendment: The mod=
ified amendment now provides that when
a man in the Navy completes his boot
training—training of 15 weeks or 17
weeks, or whatever it may be—he then
can be placed on a combat vessel, where
his training can be continued. That is
what we have done with respect.to the
Navy. But the amendment, if it is
adopted as it now reads, would have us
say, “When the Navy men have finished
their boot training, we will let them get
their team training on a combat vessel,
where they will have to fight and play
their part. But the men in the Army,
who get their basic training in 15 to 17
weeks, cannot join a combat division,
they cannot go into a corresponding com-
bat unit of the Army, but they must wait.
They will be held back. If they finish
their basic training in 15 or 17 weeks, they
must wait until 6 months have expired,
before we will permit them to go on a
team and get team training and be where
they can learn to play their part.”

That is all the pending amendment
means, and that shows the fallacy of
the amendment.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, will
ths Senator yield to me?

Mr. MAYBANK., Mr, President——
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Alabama yield; and if so,
to whom?

Mr. HILL. I previously promised to
yield to the Senator from South Caro-
lina, so I shall yield to him at this time,
if the Senator from Utah will please

“wait.

Mr. MURDOCK. Certainly.

Mr. HILL. I now yield to the Senator
frem South Carolina.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, the
able junior Senator from Alabama has
well spoken of the punitive feature of
the amendment, if I may so term it, in
other words, the part of the amendment
which would penalize the Army. The
other branches of our armed forces would
be exempted. - It has been my belief for
some time that the Army has been pe-
nalized in other ways. I should like to
ask the distinguished junior Senator
from Alabama if it is not a fact that
young men of 17 are permitted, if they
so desire, to enlist in the Navy, the
Marines, or the Coast Guard, but they
are prohibited from enlisting in the
Army.

Mr. HILL, That is correct; today
they cannot enlist in the Army. The
Army is taking no voluntary enlistments,

Mr.. MAYBANEK. The amendment

would also fail to prevent service on com--

bat vessels by young men of 17 who vol-
untarily enlisted in the Navy, the
Marines, or the Coast Guard. They
could be assigned to combat vessels for
further training after they had com-
pleted their boot training; if they vol-
unteered for service in such units when
they were 17 years of age, they likewise
could go on such combat ships.

Mr, HILL. Of course. ‘They go right
on the combat vessels.

Mr. MAYBANK. That situation
serves to bring to the attention of the
Committee on Military Affairs the fact
that one of the most serious troubles the
Army has had in providing sufiicient
training for the 18-year-old boys and
one of the serious situations with which
the Army has been faced is that so many
boys 17 years of age, who would have
joined the Army when they became 18
years of age, have volunteered to join
the Navy or the Marine Corps, or the
Coast Guard, and thus they were not
available to the Army. The average man
in the Army is definitely older than the
average man in the Navy, the Marines,
or the Coast Guard. The great difficulty
for those administering the Army during
the war has been to obtain young men,
because of the advantage the Navy, the
Marines, and the Coast Guard have had
by way of voluntary enlistments.

The, pending amendment, if adopted,
would further penalize the Army. Is
not that correct?

Mr. HILL. The Senator is absolutely
correct. The Army is not accepting vol=-
untary enlistments and is not inducting
any men under 18 years of age. The
Navy has obtained all the men it needs.
As we all know, thousands of men have
entered the Navy. We have now
reached the situation where we are
asked to allow the Navy to carry out its
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program of training but to deny the
Army a similar right.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr,
President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. In order

to keep the record straight, let us note
here that men under 18 years of age may
enlist in the Army. That fact is con-
trary to the statements which have been
made here.

Mr, HILL. It has been my under-
standing that the Army has not been
accepting any voluntary enlistments.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. There is
no law denying the Army the privilege of
taking volunteers. If they are not tak-
ing them, the choice is theirs, Volun-
teers are actually accepted in the Air
Corps.

Mr. HILL. If voluntary enlistments
are being allowed in the Air Corps——

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I know
the lobby in the galleries is nodding to
the contrary, but they are mistaken.

Mr. HILL, It is my understanding
that the Air Corps are not accepting any
men for voluntary service. .

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, HILL., I yield.

Mr. MAYBANEK. Some volunteers at
the age of 17 have been accepted by the
Air Corps for the purpose of enabling
them to go to college. I was told by the
Military Affairs Committee this morning
that volunteers were not being taken.
But I know that some men of 17 years of
age are enlisting in the Air Corps so that
they may go to school. However, in
this debate we are discussing combat
fighting.

Mr. HILL. The Senator from South
Carolina is correct. No volunteers are
being taken for combat service. Some
volunteers are being accepted for the
purpose of enabling them to go to college
for a year, or whatever the time may be.

Mr. MAYBANK. I was told some
time ago that the training was of a pre-
flight nature.

Mr. HILL. So far as any voluntary
enlistments are concerned, we know that
we now have a backlog of air cade’s ap-
proximately 6,500 in number. However,
at the present time voluntary enlist=-
ments are not being accepted even for
that branch of the service.

Mr. MURDOCK., Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HILL, T yield.

Mr. MURDOCK. I wish to join the
distinguished Senator frem Alabema
[Mr. Hirry in complimenting the dis-
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. WaLsH] in the very eflicient man-
ner in which he has taken care of the
Navy of the United States. He has done
an excellent job.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. BURTON. I merely wish to read
into the Recorp the statement which was
made by the senior Senator from Ohio
[Mr. Tarr] yesterday. He said:

It seems to me that naval training is a
very cdifferent thing from Army training.
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He suggested inserting the word “com-
bat” before the word “vessel”, and
stated:

I merely wanted to suggest that men could
be placed on combat vessels for training,
and clearly if they are combat vessels then
the men go on combat vessels, that is all.

Mr. HILI. Mr. President, I can see
no difference between assigning a man
in the Navy for training on a combat
vessel and assigning a man in the Army
for training with a division. The di-
vision is to the Army exactly what the
combat vessel is to the Navy.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr.
President, I am surprised to hear the
Senator make a comparison of that kind,
because there is no ground for it. There
is no basis for the comparison which he
has made in saying that the division is to
the Army what the naval vessel is to the
Navy. I am glad the Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. WarLsH] succeeded
in having his amendment agreed to. I
think it was a good amendment. The
Navy does not have sufficient training
vessels to train its men, and many of
them must be trained on combat vessels.
For that reason I am glad that the
amendment as clarified was accepted.
But when the implication is made that
someone is obtaining a great advantage,
that someone has sneaked something
in here as against someone else, and
that a discrimination has taken place,
I wish to voice my opposition to any such
implication, any such argument, or any
such lack of logic.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not
know why the Senator should resort to
the use of the word “sneaked,” and state
that something has been sneaked in here,
Nobody has sneaked anything in here,
Certainly there was no intention to im-
ply that anybody had sneaked anything

. I congratulated the distinguished
Senator from Massachusetts for what I
thought was very fine work which he had
done. Everything that was done was
done in the open. It was done bhefore
the Senate and with the full knowledge
of the Senate. However, I assert that a
division of the Army is the combat unit
of the Army in the same way that a
combat ship is the combat unit of the
Navy. The Navy fights with combat
ships. The Army fights with combat
divisions. That is the situation.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr,
President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The

amendment offered by the Senator from
Massachusetts was not only agreed to
openly and with the approval of the
Senate but it was also acceptable to the
-sponsors of the amendment. It was ac-
cepted by them.

Mr, HILL, It was accepted.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. There
was nothing secret about it; it was done
openly. I do not see why we should be
called upon to congratulate any Member
of the Senate for pulling off a smart
stunt of that kind because there was no
stunt about it. It was simply a neces-
sary protection that should have been
afforded. It was afforded, and all of us
are very happy about it.
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Mr. HILL, Mr. President, I did not in
any way mean to imply, either directly or
indirectly, that any stunt had been pulled
off here. Certainly the furthest thing
from my mind was that anything had
been sneaked ia here. I do not like to
hear the Senator speak in that way, be-

cause it detracts from the credit which *

I think the Senator from Massachusetts
deserves, He came here in open and
honorable combat, and he won the day.
He came here to do a job, and he did it
with the approbation of the Senate. He
was so persuasive that he received the
approbation of the authors of this
amendment. He did his work well, and
everything he did was done in the finest
and most commendatory manner. Why
the Senator from Colorado should try to
inject the idea that the Senator from
Massachusetts did anything other than
that which was done in the very finest
and best kind of a way I cannot under-
stand. I repeat, I cannot understand it.
I realize it may be rather painful to the
Senator from Colorado when he consid-
ers the discrimination which will exist
between the Army and the Navy under
this amendment if it is adopted.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres-
ident, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Alabama yield to the Sen-
ator from Colorado?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. It is not
a matter of discrimination; it is a mat-
ter of recognizing entirely different con-
ditions and adapting legislation to fit the
different conditions; it is a proper legis-
lative adjustment. Simply because the
Navy must be permitted to do certain
things is no reason that the Army should
be permitted to do them. The two are
not on such a comparable basis that
what is right for one must essentially be
right for the other.

Mr. HILL. Of course, the Senator
from Colorado and I do not agree. If we
agreed, then I might hope to attain at
least some modicum of the success which
my distinguished friend the Senator
from Massachusetts has attained. It is
my firm conviction, Mr. President, that
it is just as necessary for a man in the
Army after he completes his 15 or 17
weeks of boot training to get his further
training with a division as it is for a
man in the Navy after he has completed
his 15 or 17 weeks’ boot training to finish
his training on a combat vessel, When
the Navy man is permitted to finish his
training on a combat vessel, while the
Army man is not permitted to finish his
training with a division, then I say there
is gross discrimination in the manner of
handling the Army and the Navy; the
Army is discriminated against and you
seek to interfere and impose your will
and your edict on the Army, while you
refuse ta do that so far as the Navy is
concerned.

Mr. President, yesterday I occupied the
floor for some 2 or 3 hours. Ihave no dis-

- position to go back over a twice-told tale

or to delay a vote, but I feel that I ought
to call the attention of the Senate again
to one or two statements which General
Marshall made in his letter of April 17 to

APRIL 24

the Senator from Utah [Mr. Tromas],
Chairman of the Committee on Military
Affairs. I read this letter in full yester-
day. I shall not read it in full at this
time, but I do want to call attention to
one or two statements made by Ceneral
Marshall. All of us know General Mar-
shall; every Member of the Senate, I
think, without exception, has had some
direct personal contact with General
Marshall. We have heard him talk; we
have seen him at different times when
commitiees of the Senate met with him,
when he discussed the war and its dif-
ferent phases. I think we must all agree
that General Marshall is a man who is
careful of speech, who weighs his words,
who is always cautious, who does not ex-
aggerate, who seeks to be sure to give
the exact picture, and to speak the ahso-
lute truth. General Marshall says:

I am gravely concerned over the effect of

either of these proposals upon military op-
erations.

I say, Senators, that that is about as
strong language as General Marshall
could have used; I do not think he could
have used stronger language than to have
said he was “gravely concerned” as to the
effect of the pending amendments.

Such statutory restrictions—

He says—

are evidently inspired by the belief that our
soldiers are not properly trained before being
assigned to combat units. The responsible
military authorities, however, are of the
opinion that the training is adequate to the
requirements.

The training program is very intensive and
equally thorough.

Then he goes on to say:

I have personally inspected many replace-
ment training camps to make certain that
the work is being conducted in the most
efficient manner practicable, General Lear,
and now General Stilwell, give their entire
time to the direction and supervision of this
gork, Lear in Europe and Stilwell here at

ome.

Then General Marshall says:

The War Department has made every pos-
sible effort consonant with the military situ-
ation to hold to & minimum the number of
18-year-olds entering combat.

And- General Marshall gives us this
promise as to the future:

Just as soon as the military situation will
permit, it is the purpose of the War Depart-
ment to stop shipping men overseas who
have not yet become 19 years of age, and I
am hopeful that this condition will develop
in the near future.

Mr. President, having read those ex-
tracts from the letter of General Mar-
shall to the Senator from Utah [Mr.
TromMas], I should like at this point to
read two extracts from a letter which
General Marshall wrote to Representa-
tives Hess, of Ohio, less than a month
ago, in which General Marshall said:

For the past 6 months we have been comb-
ing the coastal defense commands and our
bases in Alaska and the Caribbean for men
who are sultable for infantry replacements,
they themselves to be replaced by personnel
of such physical limitations that they could
not be employed in combat service. The
same procedure is being followed through
all the rear areas in the overseas theaters,
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yet we are still short In replacements and
under the heaviest pressure from our field
commanders to obtain them.

Then General Marshall wrote these
significant words:
The choice in the matter—

The decision he had to make in the
matter—

The choice in the matter is very clear;
either we must accept delays in operations
in Europe and in the Pacific, or we must
follow the present procedure. There is no
other course. To delay the operations now
under way would, in my opinion, be a tragic
crror.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Alabamga yield to the
Senator from Illinois?

Mr. HILL, I yield.

Mr. LUCAS. Isthere a Senator on the
floor who would vote for an amendment
if he thought it would delay the suc-
c2ssful ending of the war? That is ex-
actly what General Marshall is con-
cerned about in his statement which the
Senator has read.

Mr, HILL. Mr, President, I am de-
lighted the Senator asked the question.
I had in mind asking it myself, after I
had concluded reading the statement
from General Marshall. I am glad the
Senator has anticipated me. The letter
continues:

To delay the operations now under way
would, in my opinion, be a tragic error re-
sultlng in an lnevitahly increased loss in
life by the prolongation of the war. I am
quite certain that the people of the United
States would not make this choice.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. MTr. Pres-
ident, will the Senator from Alabama
yield? .

Mr, HILL. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I should
like to ask another guestion, a question
to parallel the one propounded by the
Senator from Illinois. Is there any
Senator who believes that the adoption
of the pending amendment would in any
way delay or embarrass anyone in con=-
nection with the conduct of the war?

Mr., GUFFEY. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator yield; and if so, to whom?

Mr. HILL. Let me answer the ques-
tion first. I will say to the Senator, in
reply to his question, what I said to the
Senator from Illinois a few minutes be-
fore I took the floor to speak, that I have
grave apprehensions that this amend-
ment would slow down and retard the
momentum of our forces in Germany,
would prolong the war, and cost addi-
tional American lives.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I find it
difficult: to take the arguments of the
Senator seriously.

Mr, HILL. I am sorry that in a mat-
ter such as this, which, in my opinion,
involves the lives of our fighting boys
at the front and the question whether
we will win the war in the shortest pos-
sible time and save every life we can,
the Senator from Colorado is unable to
be sericus about what I say.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HILL, I yicld to the Senator from
Illinois.
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Mr. LUCAS. It is merely a question
whether we are going to believe General
Marshall in a statement that is crystal
clear upon this question, or are going
to follow the advice and counsel of men
here on the Senate floor. If there was
ever a plainer statement as to what the
amendment would do, then I do not un-
derstand the English language. I am
relying upon Gen, George Marshall
rather than upon arguments made on
the floor of the Senate with respect to
what the effect of the amendment would
be on the prolongation of the war.

Certainly, with the record George Mar-
shall has made in the war in behalf of
America and in behalf of the saving of
American lives, with the record of the
strategy that has been used in the Pacific
and elsewhere in the saving of Ameri-
can lives, and with the record of the
victories we have had under Marshall,
and King, and other leaders in the war,
the most magnificent in all history, are
we here in the Senate to set ourselves up
as military strategists on a very impor-
tant question at a very crucial hour?
That is what I am saying, and that is
all. I cannot understand why the Sen-
ate does not give to Marshall the confi-
dence he deserves in this crisis, at this
particular time. If his is not a clear-
cut statement that American lives will be
lost and the war will be prolonged if the
amendment shall be adopted, then, I re-
peat, I do not understand the English
language.

Mr. HILL., Mr. President, the Senator
has stated the matter so clearly and so
forcefully that there is nothing I can
add. Who but George Marshall has had
the supreme responsibility for mobiliz-
ing our Army, for training our Army, for
sending our Army overseas, for the de-
ployment of our Army overseas, and
for fighting the war? Who more than
any other man has contributed to the
incomparable, the almost unbelievable,
victories of our Army, but George Mar-
shall? Who is there we can set above
George Marshall to tell us what to do as
to the operation and the fighting of
our Army?

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr, HILL. I yield.

Mr, LUCAS. I wish to make the fur-
ther observation that if our Army and
Navy had been unsuccessful, if we had
had one military and one naval reverse
after another, then I would not have the
confidence which I have in our top lead-
ers, and I could, of course, seriously con=
sider any amendment of this kind; but,
Mr, President, I cannot understand,
when the great victories throughout the
world are before our minds, how the
Senate of the United States at a crucial
time, so far as the war in Europe is
concerned, can take the position it is
asked to take. It does not seem right to
me. Of course, I am only one Senator,
and have only my own opinion about
the matter, but I cannot understand it.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr, President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does
the Senator from Alabama yield to the
Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. HILL, I yield.

Mr, MAYBANK. The only thought I
had in addition to the most excellent
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statements made by the Senator from
Illinois was that apparently the pending
amendment in its present shape is aimed
at the War Department and General
Marshall, that it is a discriminatory
amendment, since it excepts the Marine
Corps and the Navy.

Returning to the question the Senator
from Alabama and I discussed with the
Senator from Colorado, I stepped from
the Chamber for a moment and tele-
phoned the Department, and what the
Senator from Alabama and I said has
been confirmed, that no one is allowed to
volunteer in the Army until he is 18, that
the few cadets of the Air Corps who vol-
unteer at 17 years of age are not even
allowed to go into the Army until they
become 18 years old.

Mr. President, I have nothing further
to say, except that this is the most dis-
criminatory amendment aimed at the
Army I have ever seen, since the Navy,
the Coast Guard, and the Marine Corps
are exempted from ils operations.

Mr., JOHNSON of California. Mr.
President, will the Senator from Ala-
bama yield?

Mr, HILL., I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I wish to
make a short statement, if the Senator
will be kind enough to permit me to do so.

So far as the pending amendment is
concerned, and so far as it affects the
military operations of this country at the
present time, it is entirely academic.
There is nothing crucial about it. I am
certain that whatever discussions were
had with General Marshall, and what-
ever quotations have been made from
his statements, they have not been con-
cerned with the pending amendment.
I am certain, too, the amendment is not
aimed at the War Department. I have
just as much confidence in General Mar-
shall as has any other Senator on this
floor, and I think he has the confidence
of the Senate and of the country to a
degree never exceeded by any general in
any of our wars at any time in our his-
tory. Certainly he has my confidence.

All men have weaknesses, and I dare
say General Marshall has his weaknesses.
I do not know what they are, unless he
has the weakness of being too sensitive,
too much afraid that people are not sup-
porting him if they differ with him in
minor matters.

Mr. President, this amendment was
not offered by its sponsors in order to
cast aspersions at the Army or to criti-
cize General Marshall or to find any fault
with the conduct of the war. It was to
reassure the mothers of America that
their boys 18 years of age were going to
have 6 months of training.

I am surprised that there is a Senator
on this floor who disagrees that a boy
18 years old should have 6 months of
military and combat training. That is
the issue. Are Senators opposed to
18-year-old boys having 6 months of
training? 1 cannot believe they are,
and I cannot believe that General Mar=
shall is. I am sure that he is in favor
of much more training than that. Iam
sure he wants to give them more than
6 months’ training; I am sure he is
going to give them more than 6 months’
training; and I am sure that if this
amendment shall be azreed to it will have
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no effect whatsoever on the military op-
erations of the United States in this war.
The amendment casts absolutely no re-
flection upon General Marshall or upon
any other military leader of this country.

Mr. HILL, Mr. President, I am sorry
I cannof agree with the Senator from
Colorado when he says this matter is
academic. Certainly General Marshall
does not think it is academic, for on the
day the bill came up in the Senate, and
when this amendment was proposed to
the Senate, General Marshall wrote a
letter to tne chairman of the military
Affairs Committee, who at that time had
charge of the bill on the floor of the Sen-
ate, in which the General said that he
was gravely concerned over the effect the
amendment would have.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado.
talking about this amendment?

Mr. HILL, Yes; he was talking about
the pending amendment.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. He was
talking about the substitute that was
offered yesterday which was defeated.

Mr, HILL. No; he was talking about
both amendments.

Mr. CHANDLER.
the Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. CHANDLER, I wish to say in all
good humor to my friend, the Senator
from Alabama, that if the General did
say that I do not agree with him, and
do not intend to agree with him about it.
I wish to recall to the minds of Senators
the fact that when we were discussing in
the Senate the so-called work-or-fight
bill, the Secretary of War, the Secretary
of the Navy, the Chief of Staff and oth-
ers tried to make us think that it was
absolutely necessary to the success of
the present offensive that we pass a law
similar to the one passed in Britain
about the time of Dunkerque in 1940. I
know that what they said about it at
that time was not true, because we did
not enact the law requested and the re-
sults foretold did not occur. The Sec-
retary of War at that time said that if
we passed the law, except for its morale
effect, it would not be felt otherwise on
the front for 6 months,

Mr. President, I do not want the Army
to continue to control the men between
18 and 45 in this country when it is no
longer necessary that the Army control
them. The Senator from Illinois [Mr,
Lucas] the other day said the Army is
taking men over 30 years of age, men
30, 31, 32, 33, and 34 and over who may
have two or three or four children. In
my opinion, there is now no excuse for
taking such men. Not a single life will
be saved by taking them. It may result
in starving some children and may affect
the lives of some widows and orphans
who are left in this country without sup-
port, but in my opinion it will not con-
tribute in any way to the success of the

Was he

Mr, President, will

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, HILL., I yield.

Mr. LUCAS. I agree with what the
Benator from Kentucky has said. The
question posed by the illustration I gave
the other day has not been answered,

and it cannot be successfully answered,
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insofar as the effect of the amendment
is concerned.

Let vs consider this situation: Here is
a boy 18 years old ready to be taken,
and here is a man 30 years old, who has
four children, and who is also ready to
be taken. All Senators would say, “Let
the boy 18 years old be taken before the
man 30 years old, who has four children,
is taken.” I cited an example the other
day of a man 30 years old who had four
children, being taken into the Army. I
spoke of what I personally know; I was
not repeating a rumor; it was not some-
thing that someone had written me; I
happened to know personally about the
case. Yet there is nothing in what is
now proposed which says that a man 30
years old should receive the same sort
of training it is proposed to give the boy
18 years old.

Military authorities—and I spoke to
one military man yesterday who had
trained men for the last 3 years—tell
me that a boy 18 years old will pick up
military training quicker and make a
better soldier than such a man as I spoke
of, 30 years old, who has left behind him
three or four children.

Mr. President, that is the situation
which will result from the adoption of
the amendment. If it is not a discrimi-
natory amendment from that angle, I
know nothing whatever about the situa-
tion, and I am now saying nothing con-
cerning the discrimination which is pro-
posed to be made with respect to the
Navy. We cannot get away from the
argument made by the Senater from
Washington [Mr. Macnuson] yesterday
with respect to the amendment. If we
adopt the amendment, where are the
boys of the Navy who have had their
3 months' boot training going to go for
the next 3 months until the full 6-month
period provided for in the amend-
ment shall have expired? That is a
clear-cut situation which arises from
the adoption of the amendment. There
will be a period of 3 months when the
Navy men do nothing because, under the
terms of the amendment, they cannot
go on a combat ship until 6 months’ time
has expired. When they have finished
their boot training at Great Lakes Naval
Training Station or other training sta-
tions in this country a period of 3 months
remains, if the amendment should be-
come law and that period of 3 months
must expire before the Navy men can
be placed on a combat ship. That, Mr,
President, is another discrimination. In
other words, the Navy men are placed in
the same category, because we cannot
say that a period of 6 months shall apply
to one man and 3 months to another.
‘We cannot say that a training period of
6 months shall apply to the 18-year-old
boy, and 5 months, or whatever it might
be, for the man 30 years old, who has a
family. Provision should be made to
make the training period over-all if we
are to do anything.

Mr. HIIY, Mr. President, the Senator
from Illinois knows that we have all been
disturbed about the matter of drafting
more farmers from the farm, We are
disturbed about taking essential men
from key war industries. The more in-
hibitions we place on the 18-year olds the
more it forces us to take men from the
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farms or take men from key industries.
Think of the discrimination that would
result, as the Senator has said., The
chances are that men 26, 27, 28, or 29
years old need more training than
younger men need to enable them to be-
come good soldiers.

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, HILL, I yield.

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make a
statement with respect to the observation
made by the Senator from Illinois, and I
think it should be made at this point.
The Senator from Illinois, as I under-
stood him, said that men for the Navy
would take boot training for a period of
3 months, and then be obliged to loaf
around for another 3 months, They
would not do that., They would
have to take training for a period of
6 months. That is what the law would
require them to do if the amendment is
adopted. There would be no loafing pe-
riod at all. The training period would be
simply increased from 3 to 6 months,

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Tennes-
see has modified his amendment so as to
take care of that situation. Does not the
Senator agree with that statement?

Mr. STEWART. I think the amend-
ment, without modification, took care of
the situation, but the modification made
it clearer.

Mr. HILL. No, Mr. President; the
Senator from Tennessee modified his
amendment when he accepted the
amendment suggested by the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. WaLsH], so the
men may go on combat ships from their
boot training.

Mr. STEWART, For training pur-
poses.

Mr. HILL. Of course. But their train-
ing * continues. A man who entered
the Army in 1940 is still training. He
may have been in combat with the enemy
a dozen times, but he is still training.
The Army continues to train him. A
football team does not stop training after
it has played and won a game, or even
after it has played a dozen games.

Mr. STEWART. The Senator forgets
that the amendment applies only to boys
under 18 years of age. The Senator
speaks of men who entered the Army in
1940. In order to have the amendment
apply to them they would have to have
been 14 years old when they entered the
Army in 1940.

Mr. HILL. They all continue to train.
So long as a man is in the Army or in the
Navy, he continues to train. He begins
training when he enters the service and
continues to train until the day he leaves
the service.

Mr. STEWART. The period of train-
ing provided is 6 months.

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from
Tennessee mean to tell the Senate that
after a man has been in the Army or the
Navy for 6 months he stops training and
does not train any more? Of course, he
continues to train until the day he leaves
the Army or the Navy.

Mr. STEWART. Iunderstood that the
impression the Senator from Illinois and
the Senator from Alabama were endeav-
oring to leave with the Senate was that
there would not be the full period of 6
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months’ training. I tried to correct the
impression. Perhaps I have muddled
the situation.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. LUCAS, I should like to say-that
when I made the statement a moment
ago I was laboring under a slight misap-
prehension, in view of the fact that the
Senator from Tennessee has modified his
amendment in line with what the Sen-
ator from Massachusetts desired,  As I
now understand the amendment, the
Navy men would be exempt from the 6
months’ training. Am I correct in that
understanding?

Mr. STEWART. No; the Senator is
not correct in his understanding of the
situation. Certainly not. I will read
the proviso.

Mr. LUCAS. 1 wish the Senator would
read it.

Mr. STEWART. The proviso is:

This proviso shall not be construed as
preventing the assignment of enlisted men
of the Navy or Coast Guard and the Reserve
components thereof to duty for training—

That word is spelled in the usual way—
“t-r-a-i-n-i-n-g.”

Mr, LUCAS. I can understand that.

Mr, STEWART. I continue—
on combat vessels of the Navy or Coast Guard
and at naval bases beyond the continental
limits of the United States,

Mr. LUCAS. Very well. After they re-
ceive the 3 months’ boot training, then
they are eligible to go immediately on a
combat vessel. Am I correct?

Mr. STEWART  For training pur-
poses.

Mr. LUCAS. For training purposes;
but when they get on a combat ship and
start from San Francisco or New York
any place in the Atlantic or Pacific is
a combat area. They are likely to en-
counter a submarine at any time, and
I take it that if they should they would
not be able to leave the ship merely be-
cause their training period had 3 more
months to run.

Mr. STEWART. They would have to
do something right away. The law could
not be repealed on such short notice.

Mr. LUCAS. That is exactly why we
are discriminating in favor of the Army
against the Navy. Everyone knows that
90 percent of the ships on which the boys
go after they have finished their prelimi-
nary training at Great Lakes or some
other naval training station are combat
ships, whether they be destroyers, PT
boats, or what not. The boys are ready
for combat when they board the ships.

Mr. STEWART. Yes; because that is
the kind of training that is given the
boys in the Navy. They cannot be
trained as land forces are trained in the
Army. That is the reason why we have
made this exception. I did not think it
was necessary to make the exception, but
the chairman of the Naval Affairs Com-
mittee insisted on it. I do not see that
it would interfere with the operation of
the amendment in the least. If it is
desired to give naval personnel 3 months’
training in boot camp and then 3 months’

training aboard a combat vessel, that is-

perfectly all right. That is what they

ought to have.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, yes-
terday I suggested to the Senate that
this amendment was designed to give
some hope and prospect of fraining, and
a chance to live, principally for infantry
combat soldiers.

Young men 17 years old volunteer for
the Navy. The reason they volunteer
for the Navy is that when they become
18 years old and subject to the draft, as
soon as they are called, if they express
a preference for the Navy, the chances
are that they will be put immediately
into the Infantry. 8o, in order to beat
that, they join the Navy. The Navy is
getting the volunteers.

Except for the time a ship is under fire
or undergoing a bombing attack, life
aboard a Navy ship is not too unpleasant,
as my friend the commander will testify.
Eut the most rugged service in the armed
forces of the United States, or of any
other nation, is that of the in“antryman.

«He is the man who is down in the mud.
Foot soldiers must undergo great hard-
ships.

I believe we have now reached the
point where the war in Germany, so far
as organized resistance is concerned, is
almost over. We accomplished that re-
sult without the work-or-fight law. We
were told that it could not be done, but
we did it. I do not want the Army to
continue from now on to control the lives
of young men, or men between 18 and 45.
After the war is over in Germany, which
will be within a very short time, 25 or 30
divisions of American soldiers may be
permitted to come home. They will
probably be men who have been in com-
bat for a long time, men who are wound-
ed, and men who are battle-weary. They
are entitled to come home. They have
earned a rest, and, furthermore, they
have earned the eternal gratitude of the
American people.

So far as I know, there are no plans
to use more than two-thirds of our
soldiers. I should like to have some
Senator tell me why the Selective Serv-
ice, during the next year, should be per-
mitted to control the lives of men be-
tween 30 and 45. Why should the Selec-
tive Service be now permitted to take
men between 30 and 45, who have wives
and children, and put them into the
Army for a long period of training? The
records show that they do not make
very good soldiers anyway. If I had
my choice between men 18 years old and
those over 30, I would take those 18
years old every time, because they make
better fighting soldiers, They do not
know anything about fear. They can
stand great hardships. A man over 30
must think of his wife and children.
Service in the Army is tough on him,
We really do not need him in the Army,
and he ought not to be controlled by the
military. The sooner the military au-
thorities get it into their heads that the
people of the country do not want to be
ruled and controlled by the military, the
better off we shall all be.

General Marshall did not make all the
decisions with which he is credited. No
one can convince me that he agreed to
put 60 divisions into the fizsht against
Germany, permitting our allies to con-
tribute a maximum of 15 or 17 divisions.
If anyone tells me that he agreed that
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we should carry such a tremendous bur-
den, I do not believe it. Some day the
American people will find out what a
tremendous contribution we have made
in men and materials to the success of
that fight. Without the contribution
which we made, it would not have been
successful, So we are justified in saying,
“We put the boys in. We are suffering
the casualties. Now it is time to give
them some relief. They are entitled to
it. They have earned it.” An amend-
ment will be offered to relieve men over 30
years of age from the draft regulations;
and I shall vote for it.

I do not believe that what we de now
will make much difference in the im-
mediate future. I do not believe that
what we do will be reflected on the war
fronts very soon. We are already com-
mitted to the fieht with what we have;
and it will take quite a while. We have
5,150,000 American soldiers overseas.
We have in this country only about
2,900,000 who can be sent overseas; and
of that number 1,400,000 have been ear-
marked for overseas service. I am able
to make that information public because
the Secretary of War made it public.
Up until a very short time ago I was un-
able to make that statement.

If we have experienced men available,
why should we put 18-year-old boys into
the line? Men who have not had suffi-
cient training are more likely to be
killed or become casualties. Every Army
commander knows that men with in-
sufficient training are more likely to be
killed than men who have had a long
period of good training. Inexperienced
or insufficiently trained men do not know
how to take care of themselves.

The Army justifies keeping these di-
visions in battle and infiltrating the di-
visions with younger men, on the ground
that it is desired to keep pressure on the
enemy. The enemy has been kept under
pressure, which has brought about this
victory. I am not certain that the Rus-
sians and Americans have not already
joined forces somewhere in Europe.
After they have joined forces, it will not
be long before the fight will be over.

Mr. President, why should we permit
the Selective Service to take men over
31 years of age, particularly men 38, 39,
or 40 years old, away from their civilian
occupations and train them to be sent
into the fight? Actually such men can-
not stand the hardships of combat serv-
ice. They do the best they can, but they
cannot do very much.

It seems to me that our situation
should be canvassed again, and that we
should do so without becoming angry
with each other. Men can differ about
these things. In the American Army we
have perhaps between 90 and 100 divi-
sions. We must have enough to win the
fight against Japan. However, the war
against Japan will be largely a naval
war. There are 3,200,000 young Ameri-
cans in the Navy. In the air forces we
have an adequate supply of young men.
Men have been taken out of the air
forces and put into the Infantry. That
was done because we underestimated the
need for infantrymen and overestimated
the need for men in the air forces. That
was & mistake. I do not wish to quarrel
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with anyone about it. In a gigantic op-
eration of this sort, mistakes are bound
to happen.

I think it is time for the Senate to re-
examine the whole question and decide
it again. The Army ought to be consid-
erate of the obligations which we owe to
the American people. Army officials do
not like to entertain suggestions made
by Senators. They avoid it by accusing
us of trying to meddle with the strategy
of the war.

Mr. President, the United States Sen-
ate has not failed in a single instance to
give the Army every appropriation which
has been requested since the beginning
of the war, and even before that time.
The distinguished Senator from Ten-
nessee knows that the Appropriations
Committee has not denied the Army or
the Navy a single request for appropria-
tions with which to prosecute the war
vigorously. When a Senator feels that
he should now reexamine the whole
guestion and decide whether or not in
the future we should permit the Army
to continue its jurisdiction over the lives
of our people, I have no objection, if the
Senator believes that that is necessary.
I do not think it is necessary now, Mr.
President. I do not believe that it would
do a bit of harm to the war effort to in-
sist that young boys be given 6 months’
training. During the last war they re-
ceived 6 months training before being
shipped overseas. In addition, they re-
ceived 2 months training overseas, and
then spent a month in a quiet sector.
So in the last war the average American
soldier received the equivalent of 9
months’ f{raining before going into
combat.

In the last war we sent approximately
2,050,000 men overseas. This time, in
February, the number was 5,150,000. I
believe that we have reached the point
where we can reexamine the whole prob-
lem. If I did not so believe, I would not
vote for it. I am not going to follow
along because General Marshall says
this and some other man says that. We
were told that it was absolutely essen-
tial to victory to pass the work-or-fight
bill. I never believed it. I do not be-
lieve it now, because we will attain the
victory without it.

So I must be granted the right to exer-
cise my own independent judgment on
public questions. I will not blindly fol-
low. If I make a mistake, that will be
my responsibility. The American people
pay with the lives of their sons for the
mistakes the military leaders make and
for the mistakes the rest of us make. I
do not wish to make a mistake, but I do
not wish to follow blindly the judgment
of someone else, when I have some judg-
ment of my own.

I have the people’s interest at heart.
I must do what in good conscience seems
to me best under all the circumstances.

I know my friend the Senator from
Alabama does not wish to have the
amendment adopted. I do wish to have
it adopted. I do not think it will do any
harm at all. I do not desire to have our
armed forces begin to take boys under
17 years of age—children—into the serv-
ice. When an amendment prohibiting
that is offered, I will support it.
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I am grateful to my friend, the Senator
from Alabama, for giving me an oppor-
tunity to state how I feel about this
matter.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, of course the
pending amendment does not require a
reexamination of our military policy in
respect to what we have done about
training men or building up our Army or
using our Army. At this time I shall
not delay the Senate by discussing the
views which have been expressed by the
Senator from Kentucky on the question
of a reexamination of the whole sub-
ject. Of course, there is no Senator who
does not wish every American boy,
whether he be in the Army or the Navy,
to have adequate and thorough training
before he enters combat, That is what
General Marshall insists has been the
practice and the program of the Army,
to wit, to give to every boy in the Army,
as he expresses it, very intensive, thor-
ough, and adeqguate training.

The question is whether we in the Sen-
ate at this late date, at this moment on
the eve of victory, will now seek to at-
tempt to impose our will and to lay don
a prohibition on our military command-
ers and a prescription of what the train-
ing shall be. We have won our victo+
ries—great, magnificent, and incompa-
rable victories—without the interference
of the Congress, without the interference
of the Senate, but by leaving the respon-
sibility and the command of our armies
in the hands of General Marshall and our
other military leaders.

At the time when I was interrupted, I
was reading from a statement by Gen-
eral Marshall which goes right to the
heart of this very question. The state-
ment was contained in a letter written
approximately 30 days ago by General
Marshall, but it could not have been
more timely or have gone more directly
to the heart of this question if it had been
written this morning. I shall not reread
that statement, but I wish to bring to the
attention of the Senate, along with that
statement, another one. This statement
comes from the War Department.

The supply of manpower under 26 years of
age fit for full military duty is practically
exhausted, including men in the armed forces
not in combat units. The men becoming
18 years of age each month constitute prac-
tically the entire source of additional man-
power,

L - L ] - L]

Had the War Department been restricted
in the use of 18-year-olds in combat during
the last 9 months, the offensive in Europe
could not have been sustalned at its rapid
pace, which prevented the enemy from reor-
ganizing and establishing new defensive lines
which would have materially prolonged the
campaign in Germany with a resultant heavy

increase in casualties. Use of 18-year-old.

trained soldiers was essential In maintain-
ing the combat divisions at effective combat
strength since there were not sufficient phys-
ically fit men of other ages suitable for in-
fantry work available,

The efficiency with which these replace-
ments have functioned and the fact that the
offensive power of the combat units absorb-
ing them has not been lowered is convincing
proof of the adequacy of their training.

I wish to say here that the records of
the War Department show that there is
no difference between casualiies among
18-year-olds, casualties among 19-year-
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olds, and casualties among 20-year-olds.
The casualties for those age limits run
on parallel lines. There is no difference
as between casualties for those age limits,

Mr. President, what General Marshall
has told us, what the War Department
has told us, is that our armies were able
to drive through the Siegiried line, to
cross the Rhine, and to drive at the tre-
mendous pace at which they have been
going in Germany because there was
placed on the War Department no such
restriction as the pending amendment
proposes to place. General Marshall and
the War Department have said to us
that if there had been such a restriction
as that which the pending amendment
proposes, our forces could not have gone
forward and driven the enemy as they
have; that they could not have won the
victories they have won, and we could
not be so near final victory as we are
at this hour. They tell us that if the

- restriction proposed by the pending

amendment had been placed on our
armed forces, the war would have been
prolonged, there would have been more
fighting before the final victory, and
that would have meant greater casual-
ties and greater loss of the lives of our
American boys.

In view of that testimony, are we now,
at this crucial moment, when our armies
are driving forward for the final knock-
out, to do what General Marshall tells
us would mean to impair, fo impede, to
delay, to slow down the momentum, to
paralyze the drive, to prolong the war,
and to sacrifice the lives of American
boys, whose lives can be saved if we in the
Senate will not interfere? General Mar-
shall in his letter to the Senator from
Utah [Mr. TroMas], pleading that the
amendment not be adopted, closed with
the following words:

It is impossible to foresee all of the exigen-
cies which may arise in the waging of war,
Carefully laid plans are frequently upset.
The administration of the affairs of 8,000,000
men is a tremendous task which prohibi-
tions of this nature, particularly in view of
the constant uncertainties Involved In wag-
ing war, would make almost impossible of
efficient management. Should an emer-
gency develop, such as last December, the
War Department would in effect be power-
less to avert the failure of an operation or
a possible disaster,

Mr. President, when final victory comes
in Germany and when the war against
Germany has been won, I, for one, will be
willing to sit down with the other Mem-
bers of the Senate Committee on Military
Affairs and with the other Members of
the Senate to make any kind of examina-
tion loocking toward the use of our forces,
perhaps the size of our forces, and the
disposition and the constitution of our
forces; but I say to you today, Mr. Presi-
dent, that at this crucial moment the
Senate cannot afford to assume the ter-
rific responsibility of going absolutely
contrary to what Gen. George Marshall
has said to us.

The Senate cannot assume the very
grave responsibility of doing the very
thing which he begs it not to do. More
than any other man, General Marshall
has been responsible for mobilizing,
building, training, transporting, deploy-
ing, and placing into battle our armed
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forces. More than any other man, he is
responsible for the magnificent and in-
comparable victories which our armed
forces have won. He now stands at this
moment of impending vietory, with our
forces assaulting the enemy, and says to
us, “At this crucial moment when I am
getting ready to give the final knock-out
blow to the enemy, please do not impede
my efforts, or grab my hand and hold it
back.”

Mr. President, when the time comes to
vote on this amendment we must decide
whether we shall continue to allow Gen.
George Marshall and other military com-
manders, who have conducted the activi-
ties of our armed forces with such in-
comparable success, to carry forward
their activities to final victory, or at this
crucial moment, do the thing which Gen-
eral Marshall begs us not to do, namely,
set our will and our judgment against his
and those of his military leaders who
have commanded our armies with such
brilliant success on the field of battle.

Mr. President, I hope that the Mem-
bers of the Senate will carefully weigh
the import of the vote which they are
about to cast. Whether or not they wish
to assume the responsibility of doing
what General Marshall asks them to do,
or invite disaster and catastrophe for
our armed forces and thereby prolong
the war at the cost of additional thou-
sands of American lives, is a matter which
Senators must decide for themselves. I
plead, Mr. President, that we stand by
our military commanders. We have
stood by them from the beginning to the
present hour. By repeated military suc-
cesses they have won for us victory after
victory. Lét us continue to sustain and
support them. If we follow such a course
they will bring us the final victory for
which we have prayed. They will bring
it to us within the shortest possible time,
and with the least possible loss of Amer-
ican lives. 3

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, I
share completely the desire of the acting
majority leader to support General Mar-

‘shall. Throughout all the difficulties of
the past few years I believe that no Mem-
ber of this body has been more loyal in
that support than myself. I believe that
it has gradually become apparent to us
that George Marshall is an institution
in the same way that the President is
an institution, and that he is very de-
pendent upon many of his advisers, I
believe we have been afforded ample evi-
dence in recent days of the fact that,
as regards the Congress of the United
States, the advice given to George Mar-
‘shall has not always been as adequate
as it should have been. I have had pro-
found sympathy for him amidst the
enormous burdens which he has had to
carry. I sat here sometime ago, follow-
_ing the course of the debate on the man-
power bill, and saw only 18 Members on
the opposite side of the Chamber who
were ready to support our Chief of Staff,
George Marshall, More and more it has
seemed to me that an inadequacy has
existed in connection with the advice
which George Marshall has been receiv-
ing from his trusted aids regarding the
legislative situation, as well as the situ-
ation generally throughout the country.
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There do not pour over the desk of
George Marshall the situations which
confront us,

Mr. President, I propose to offer—but
do not ask for a vote upon it until we
shall have disposed of the pending
am._adment—an amendment dealing
with a situation which, in my judgment,
is fully as serious as the one which we
are now discussing. I will read the
amendment and then send it forward to
the desk. It reads as follows:

Provided, That after May 1, 1945, there shall
be no further draft of men over 31 years of
age,

That amendment would place our po-
sition exactly in accord with the posi-
tion announced by the British Govern-
ment, of which we read within the past
3 days. Their position is that after May
1, 1945, there shall be no further drafting
for military service of men who are more
than 31 years of age. The British are
near the scene of this great conflict;
they are carrying grave responsibilities,
and are insisting that they will continue
to bear them until the conflict shall have
come to a finality. I cannot resist the
belief that, in the midst of the pressing
shortages which prevail there, and their
situation of limited manpower, if they
are able to eliminate the drafting of men
of more than 31 years of age there can
be no reason why we in this country
should not grant similar considerations
to our young men.

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. BREWSTER, I yield.

Mr., STEWART. I understood the
Senator from Maine to say that a British
law now upon the statute books would
prohibit the drafting of men over 31
years of age.
lng. BREWSTER. Yes; after May 1,

45,

Mr. STEWART. Didthe Senator state
that such a law. is already on the statute
books of Great Britain?

Mr. BREWSTER. Yes. It has been
announced that the law will take effect
on May 1, 1945.

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator
now move the adoption of his amend-
ment?

Mr. BREWSTER. No; I ask that it be
considered later,

Mr. President, I have talked with Gen-
eral Hershey with regard to the man-
power figure involved, and I have brought
the information to the Senate so that
we may understand what is in view.
General Hershey has advised me that
from May 1, 1944, through the ensuing
9 months approximately 5 percent of the
draftees were more than 31 years of age,
That is a -very small number, of course.
More recently that percentage has been
increased as a result of our scraping the
bottom of the manpower barrel. Gen-
eral Hershey estimates that in the past
month or two it will run as high as from

10 to 15 percent.

On the other hand, it is also true that
9 out of 10 of those men are pre-Pearl
Harbor fathers. In other words, most
of the bachelors of more than 31 years
of age have already been taken. We
are now dipping into the age group of
those who are married, who have depend-
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ent children, in many instances three or
four children, and who are of the age
which General Marshall himself has tes-
tified is less desirable for military service.
He has said that such men are not abie
to adapt themselves to the exigencies of
modern warfare. We must also keep in
mind—and this has been suggested to me
in my discussion with various depart-
ments—that there is a constantly mount-
ing pressure throughout the country in
connection with various situations which
have arisen.

I have today the case of a man 35
years old, with a wife and four chil-
dren and a highly responsible position,
who is being drafted. His sacrifice per-
haps is no greater than that of many
others; but let us lock ahead a little.
This aspect of the matter is arousing
more and more concern, and if condi-
tions continue as they are now, with the
improved outlook on the German front,
the pressure will become irresistible to
release from the Army men over 31 years
of age, or 35, who are least useful in
military service. That will mean that
having taken these men 1 month and
perhaps trained them for 2 or 3 months,
we will next proceed to discharge them,
Meanwhile we have disrupted their home
life and their economic associations.
We are facing a situation that arouses
difficulty in the country all out of pro-
portion to any possible contribution
which such men can possibly be expect-
ed to make.

So following the disposition of the
pending amendment I shall ask that the
Senate give consideration to this amend-
ment in order that we may ameliorate
in some measure the tragic situation
which is being presented by the disrup-
tion of families to so unprecedented a
degree at this very late hour so far as
the war in Europe is concerned.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote!

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I
had not intended to say anything on this
bill, but, in view of all the proposals for
a relaxation of the Selective Service Act,
and proposals to release from the Army
certain age classifications or exempt
them from the draft, I think this might
be a good time to call attention to the
fact that, even though tonight word may
come of the unconditienal surrender of
Germany—and we hope it will come to-
night, or in the next hour—yet to the
westward lies our most formidable
enemy, Japan, with an army of probably
6,000,000 trained men, an army that we
have yet to meet in force, and an enemy
that may take us many, many months to
defeat.

It has been said here on the floor today
that the war with Japan may be wholly
a naval war. It will be a tough naval
war and it will become tougher when we
land on the coast of China and land on
the Japanese islands proper.

I have much respect for the opinions
of those who think that there should be
some relaxation of the law, but it seems
to me that all of us ought to remember
that this war is far from over. We are
about in the fourth inning of the game
and have five more tough innings to go
before the game is won. Because the war
in Europe may be over, I hope that we
will not let our emotions run away with
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our best judgment, Although the mili-
tary may be a little harsh, although they
may make some mistakes in the esti-
mates of what they need, it is better to
have—and no one knows it any better
than the military—too much than too
little in this Japanese war.

It is pretty hard, as the Senator from
Illinois has said time and time again,
to eliminate the age categories. Every
American is in this war to some degree,
and if we start picking out certain cate-
gories we are bound to do injustice to

_ others.

The Senator from Maine [Mr. BREW-
sTEr] seeks to exempt those over 31
years of age. I know men from 31 up
to 50 years of age, men with families,
who volunteered at the beginning of this
war. When the war in Europe is over
maybe they would like to leave the serv-
ice and come home. They have done
their turn. I hope that we will turn
our eyes from the east and look to the
west, where the toughest battle is still
to be fought.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TAY-
Lor in the chair). The question is on
agreeing to the modified amendment
proposed by the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. Stewart] for himself and other
Senaftors.

Mr. LANGER. 1 ask for the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. HILL, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk
will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

Alken Green Mitchell
Austin Guffey Moore
Bailey Gurney Morse
Ball Hart Murdock
Bankhead Hatch Murray
Bilbo Hawkes O'Daniel
Brewster Hayden O'Mahoney
Bridges Hickenlooper Overton
Buck Hill Pepper
Burton Hoey Radcliffe
Bushfield Johnson, Calif. Revercomb
Butler Johnson, Colo. Robertson
Johnston, 8. C. Russell
Capehart Kilgore Shipstead
Capper La Follette Bmith
Langer Btewart
Chavez Lucas Taft
Cordon McCarran Taylor
Donnell MeClellan Thomas, Okla.
Downey McFarland Tobey
Eastland McEKellar Tunnell
Ellender McMahon ‘Walsh
Ferguson Magnuson White
Fulbright May' Wiley
Gerry Millikin Wilson

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sev-
enty-five Senators having answered to
their names, a quorum is present.

The question is on agreeing to the
modified amendment offered by the jun-
jor Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
StEwart] for himself and other Sena-
. tors. The amendment will be stated.

The CHier CLERK. It is proposed to
add a new section at the end of the bill,
to read as follows:

8ec. —. 8ectlon 3 (a) of such act, as
amended, is hereby amended by striking out
the period at the end thereof and inserting
in lieu thereof a colon and the following:
“And provided further, That no man under
19 years of age who is inducted into the land
or naval forces under the provisions of this

act shall be ordered into actual combat serv-
ice until after he has been given at least 6
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months of military training of such character
and to the extent necessary to prepare such
inductee for combat duty; this proviso shall
not be construed as preventing the assign-
ment of enlisted men of the Navy or Coast
Guard and the reserve components thereof to
duty for tralning on combat vessels of the
Navy or Coast Guard and at naval bases

beyond the continental limits of the United
States.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
yeas and nays have been ordered, and
the clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. BRIDGES. 1 have a general pair
with the senior Senator from Utah [Mr,
Turomas], which I transfer to the junior
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Brooks] and
will vote. I vote “yea.”

Mr, LANGER. My colleague, the jun-
ior Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Younel, is unavoidably absent on busi-
ness for the Government, in Pittsburgh.
If he were present and voting, he would
vote “yea.”

Mr, HILL. The Senator from New
York [Mr. WaeneRr] is detained in a com-
mittee meeting. He has a general pair
with the junior Senator from Kansas
[Mr. REED]. .

The Senator from Virginia [Mr,
Grass], the Senator from Nevada [Mr,
ScrucHAM], and the Senator from New
York [Mr. Meap] are absent because of
illness,

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
MvyEers] is absent attending the funeral
of his father.

The Senator from Texas [Mr. CoN-
NALLY] is absent as a delegate to the In-
ternational Conference at San Fran-
cisco. He has a general pair with the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDEN-
BERG].

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
BargLEY], the Senator from Georgia
[Mr. Georce], and the Senator from
Utah [Mr. Taomas] are absent visiting
various concentration and prison camps
in Europe.

The Senator from Montana [Mr.
‘WaEELER] is absent conducting hearings
in Pittsburgh in behalf of the Senate. I
am advised that if present and voting he
would vote “yea.”

The Senator from Missouri (Mr.
Brises] is absent on important public
business.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. An-
DREWS] is necessarily absent.

The Senator from Maryland [Mr,
Typings] is detained in a committee
meeting,

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from Illi-
nois [Mr. Brooks], the Senator from Ne-
braska [Mr, WHERrRY], and the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. SaLTONSTALL]
are absent on official business.

The Senator from Michigan+[Mr, Van-
DENBERG] is absent on official business as
a delegate to the International Confer-
ence at San Francisco. He has a general
pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr,
CoNnNaLLY].

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. THoMAS]
is absent because of illness.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Younc] and the Senator from Indiana
[Mr, Wirris] are absent on official busi-
ness. I am advised that both of these
Senators would vote “yea” if present.
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I am advised that the Senator from
Illinois [Mr, Brooks] would vote “yea”
if present,

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. REgp]
is detained on official business. He hasa
general pair with the Senator from New
York [Mr. WAGNER].

The result was announced—yeas 50,
nays 25, as follows:

YEAS—50
Alken Gerry O’Mahoney
Bankhead Hawkes Radcliffe
Bilbo Hickenlooper Revercomb
Brewster Hoey Robertson
Bridges Johnson, Calif. Russell
Buck Johnson, Colo. Shipstead
Bushfield Johnston, 8. C. Smith
Butler Kllgore Stewart
Byrd La Follette Taft
Capehart Langer Thomas, Okla.
Capper McCarran Tobey
Chandler McClellan Tunnell
Chavez McFarland Walsh
Cordon Millikin White
Eastland Moore Wiley
Ferguson Morse Wilson
Fulbright O'Dantel
NAYS—25
Austin Gurney Maybank
Bailey Hart Mitchell
Ball Hatch Murdock
Burton Hayden Murray
Donnell Hill Overton
Downey Lucas Pepper
Ellender McEellar Taylor
Green McMahon
Guffey Magnuson
NOT VOTING—21
Andrews Mead Tydings
Barkley Myers Vandenberg
Briggs Reed Wagner
Brooks Saltonstall ‘Wheeler
Connally Scrugham Wherry
George Thomas, Idaho Willis
Glass Thomas, Utah Young
So Mr. StewarT's amendment, as

modified, was agreed to.

‘Mr. ELLENDER. Mr, President, I
send fo the desk an amendment to the
pending bill and ask that it be stated.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
amendment will be stated.

The Cuier CLERK. At the proper place
in the bill it is proposed to insert the
following:

That, to the extent that the President
deems to he (1) feasible, (2) compatible with
military operations, and (3) necessary or de-
sirable in order to make possible the educa-
tion and training as physicians and dentists
of as many persons as are necessary to pro-
vide the minimum number of medical doctors
and dentists required to meet the essential
needs of the eivilian population (especially
in rural areas) and the armed forces for
medical and dental services in the future,
the President is authorized to provide for
the release from active duty in the armed
forces of men who have completed more than
1 year of honorable service in such forces
during the present war and who have satis-
factorily completed a substantial portion of
the medical, dental, premedical, or preden-
tal education and training necessary to qual-
ify them as physicians or dentists, in order
to enable such persons to pursue further such
education and training. The release of any
person from active duty for the purposes of
this section may be conditioned upon his
acceptance by an accredited school and the
pursuit of such education and training in a
satisfactory manner.

Sec. 2. Bection 5 of the Belective Training
and Service Act of 1940, as amended, is hereby
amended by adding at the end thereof the
following new subsection:

“(n) In order to make possible the edu-
cation and trainirg as physicians or dentists
of 4s many persons as are necessary to pro-
vide the minimum number of medical doec-
tors and dentists required to meet the essen-
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tizl needs of the civillan population (espe-
cially in rural areas) and the armed forces
for medical or dental services in the future,
the President shall, under such rules and
regulations as he may prescribe, provide for
the deferment from training and service un-
der this act in the land and naval forces of
the United States of those men who are found
in accordance with section 10 (a) (2) to be
enrolled in the national medical and dental
education program. The President shall pro-
vide for the enrollment, under such rules and
regulations as he may prescribe, in a na-
tional medical and dental education program
(hereinafter referred to as the “program”)
of such persons as he deems necessary to be
enrolled in such program, in order that they
may be deferred under this subsection from
training and service under this act, subject
to the following limitations:

“(1) (A) The number of men enrolled in
the program for the purpose of permitting
them to pursue first-year premedical educa-
tion and training shall not exceed 8,000 at
any one time,

“(B) The number of men enrolled in the
program for the purpose of permitting them
to pursue first-year predental education and
training shall not exceed 3,600 at any one
time, .

“(2) (A) The number of men enrolled in
the program for the purpose of permitting
them to pursue second-year premedical edu-
cation and training shall not exceed 8,000 at
any one time prior to the end of the third
month of the academic year and shall not
exceed 4,500 at any one time after the end
of the third month of the academic year, and
after the end of such third month shall not
include anyone who has not been accepted
for admission to the earliest subsequent en-
tering class of an accredited medical school
following the satisfactory completion of such
second-year premedical education and train-
ing

“(B) The number of men enrolled In the
program for the purpose of permitting them
to pursue second-year predental education
and training shall not exceed 8,500 at any
one time prior to the end of the third month
of the academic year and shall not exceed
1,750 at any one time after the end of the
third month of the academic year, and after
the end of such third month shall not in-
clude anyone who has not been accepted for
admission to the earliest subsequent enter-
ing class of an accredited dental school fol-
lowing the satisfactory completion of such
st:cond-year predental education and train-

g.

“(3) No man shall be enrolled in the pro-
gram for the purpose of permitting him to
pursue premedical or predental education
and training for more than 2 years.

“(4) (A) The number of men enrolled in
the program for the purpose of permitting
them to pursue first-year, second-year, third-
year, or fourth-year medical education and
training shall not exceed 4,500 in each of
such classes at any one time.

“(B) The number of men enrolled in the
program for the purpose of permitting them
to pursue first-year, second-year, third-year,
or fourth-year dental education and training
shall not exceed 1,750 in each of such classes
at any one time.”

In determining the number of men who
may be enrolled in the program, the Presi-
dent shall take into consideration and make
due allowances for the number of physicians
or dentists who may be obtained through the
education and training of other persons not
enrolled in the program, including veterans
of the armed forces, women, and persons not
qualified for military service. The limita-
tion on the number of men who may be
enrolled in the program shall not be deemed
to be a limitation on the total number of
students who may be enrolled in medical,
dental, premedical, or predental schools; but
shall be deemed to be a limitation only on
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the number of men who may be deferred
under this subsection, who shall be in addi-
tion to students who may be obtained from
other sources. Persons shall not be enrolled
in the program for the purpose of permitting
them to pursue medical or dental education
and training at any schools except medical
and dental schools whose graduates are ac-
ceptable to the armed forces for commission=-
ing as medical doctors or dentists. The num-
ber of men who may be enrolled in the pro-
gram for the purpose of permitting them to
pursue each of the two respective years of
premedical or predental education and train-
ing shall be allocated by the President among
the several States on the basis of population,
as determined by the 1840 census. The men
to be enrolled in the program from each State
for the purpose of permitting them to pursue
such education and training shall be selected
from among applicants within such State,
in such manner as the President may pre-
scribe, In making such selections, repre-
sentatives of accredited schools which offer
full-time medical, dental, premedical, or pre-
dental courses of instruction shall be con=
sulted and their services may be utilized.
No man who fails to make satisfactory prog-
ress in pursuing his education and training
shall be permitted to continue to be.enrolled
in the program.

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, on
February 26, 1945, I introduced Senate
bill 637. The amendment which has
just been read is that bill. When I in-
troduced the bill last February I made
a lengthy statement in respect to it. I
stated at that time that the V-12 pro-
gram and the A. 8. T. P. program, which
provided for medical students, were cur-
tailed this year by the Navy and the
Army, respectively, and would be dis-
pensed with in 1946, and because of that
fact there would be no way by which we
could have attending our colleges the
necessary number of students to study
medicine and dentistry.

As I stated in February, prior to the
war we had about 140,000 doctors to at-
tend our civilian population. The Army
has taken 60,000 of those doctors, and
with some graduated since, we have now
approximately 100,000 doctors to take
care of our civilian population. Of that
number of doctors, almost 40 percent are
more than 55 years of age.

Mr. President, I consider the amend-
ment a must measure. I think it is
absolutely necessary that provision be
made now so that our medical colleges
throughout the country may obtain stu-
dents and train them properly«in medi-
cine and dentistry. Unless this amend-
ment is adopted and provision is made
so that our colleges can receive by Sep-
tember of this year the necessary num-
ber of students to take courses in medi-
cine, by 1948 the number of graduates
from our medical schools will be reduced
from an average of 6,200 to 4,200, and in
1949 the number of graduates will be
reduced to 2,200. We cannot afford to
let that happen. The only purpose of
this amendment is to permit the Presi-
dent to defer not more than 8,000 stu-
dents who are 18 years old or younger, in
order to enable them to study medicine,
and to defer 3,500 in order that they may
study dentistry. That is the whole pur-
pose of the amendment.

There may be a question in the minds
of Senators as to whether it will be pos-
sible to obtain a sufficient number of
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students from men classified IV-F, from
women, or from returning soldiers. The
records show that the maximum number
that may be obtained from those sources
is about 2,000. So, in order to be able
to_maintain a level of 6,000 graduates
each year, it is necessary that defer-
ments be asked for and obtfained for
medical and dental students.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Louisiana yield to the
Senator from Maine?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. WHITE. As I understand the -
Senator, this amendment is in the terms
of a bill previously introduced by him.

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct.

Mr. WHITE. As I understand, the
bill was referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Mr, ELLENDER. That is correct.

Mr. WHITE. That was in February.

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes.

Mr, WHITE. What committee action
has there been in the intervening weeks?

Mr. ELLENDER. No committee ac-
tion has been taken, the reason being, as
was stated to me by the distinguished
chairman of the committee [Mr. THOMAS
of Utahl that there were no reports
from the departments affected. How-
ever, I have in my hand a report made
by the War Manpower Commission
under date of April 18, 1945, in response
to a request for a report on the bill.

Mr. WHITE. When was the report
submitted?

Mr. ELLENDER. The report was sub-
mitted about 3 or 4 days ago. The com-
mittee has not met since that time,

I desire to state further to the Senator
that I discussed he matter with the Sena-
tor from Utah, chairman of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs, before he
went to Europe. He told me that he
would raise no objection to this amend-
ment; that, on thre contrary, he was for
it; and that he desired to have it con-
sidered by the conference, provided, of
course, that the amendment of the Sena-
tor from Tennessee [Mr. STEWART] were
adopted. That was the only condition.

Mr, WHITE. The bill has been in
committee for approximately 3 months,
and we are now being asked to act,
when the committee has not acted. Is
not that a true statement of the situa-
tion?

' Mr. ELLENDER. The Senator has
correctly stated the situation; but, as I
have just indicated, the reason for the
delay was that there was no report from
the War Manpower Commission, from
the War Department, or from other de-
partments affected. However, as I have
stated, it is imperative that we act at
once on this measure if we are to main-
tain our present standard in the medical
schools and obtain, after 1947, the num-
ber of graduates necessary in order to
assure the minimum number of doctors
required to provide medical care for our
civilian population after the war.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. McCARRAN. I am exceedingly
sympathetic with the program which the



3724

Senator from Louisiana is outlining. I
wonder if he would care to state, if he
has not already stated, how his proposal
would affect those who are now in train-
ing in science.

Mr. ELLENDER. It would not affect
them at all, for this reason, as I indicated
when I began my remarks: The V-12
program and the A. S. T. P. program
provided for medical students. Those
programs ha.e been in effect for a little
more than ° years. Those students who
now are in school and are studying medi-
cine would not be affected. The amend-
ment would apply only to new students,
In other words, in order to be able to ob-
tzin a sufficient number of students to
begin their premedical studies and pre-
dental studies by September, it is neces-
sary that legislation be enacted now.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, let
me say to the Senator that my observa-
tion leads me to believe that as regards
the dental students—and I consider the
dental students to be equal in importance
to the medical students—the program
has been discontinued, and dental stu-
dents in at least one instance in the Dis-
trict of Columbia—namely, at George-
town University—are in civilian status,
but are carrying on at their own expense
the dental course which they started un-
der military status,

Let me say one other thing—and then
I shall not interrupt the Senator again—
because J am sympathetic with his objec-
tive, and I wish to help him if I can.
My observation is—and my information
comes from very good sources—that there
has heen a strong tendency on the part of
those in charge to discourage this pro-
gram, and that some of the boys who
now are in it are discouraged because it
has been thrown in their teeth—and I
use that expression advisedly—that they
are getting an education at the expense
of the Government, when they should be
out in the front-line trenches or at some
other place in military activity. That
has been a discouraging feature to the
boys who are carrying on their studies in
such science courses and who, after they
complete their studies—and they will do
s0 if they have an opportunity—will
serve their country as well as will any-
one in the military service, because prob-
ably they will serve it longer than this
war lasts; they will have to serve long
enough to take care of those who, because
of the war, are made incapable of taking
care of themselves.

I am very glad the Senator is inter-
ested in the subject. I wish to have
something done so that the boys will be
treated decently when they enter such
courses, and so that they will be regarded
as in military service.

Mr, ELLENDER. Of course, Mr. Pres-
ident, the Senator realizes that if Con-
gress acts in this connection, the in-
struction will be made official.

Mr, McCARRAN. It is official now,
under the A. 8. T, P. program.

Mr. ELLENDER. But that has been
discontinued, and so has the V-12 pro-
gram.

Mr. McCARRAN. That is correct.

Mr. ELLENDER. I am seeking to have
the program continued at the students’
expense. If we do not do that, the sit-
uation will be, as I have indicated, that
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in 1948, instead of having in our schools
6,000 college graduates studying medi-
cine, we shall have approximately 4,200.
We cannot afford to let that happen.

Mr. McCARRAN. The Senator is en-
tirely correct.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield to me?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. BANKHEAD. What would be the
status of a young man who had been
in medical school for 1 or 2 years, pos-
sibly under exemption by his local board,
but not in the medical school at his own
expense?

Mr. ELLENDER. He would remain
there, and under my bill he would re-
ceive an exemption. The bill does not
seek to reinstate the V-12 program or
the A. S. T. P. program which was in
operation last year and the beginning of
this year.

Mr. BANKHEAD. But there are any
number who are not under any program,
except they have been exempted by their
local draft boards because of their pros-
pect of becoming good doctors.

Mr. ELLENDER. Since July 1944
Selective Service, under a ruling of the
National Director, has refused to defer
any more men simply for the purpose
of studying medicine. That is, there
will be no more young men with a II-A
classification enrolled in the future in-
coming classes. This ruling does not
affect those already enrolled in medical
schools and classified II-A. I would like
to emphasize to the Senator that my
amendment is designed to provide for
those promising young men in whose
welfare he has just indicated his concern.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. MAGNUSON. The Senator’s
amendment provides that these men
shall be exempted so as to permit them
to continue their studies. I wonder why
we could not obtain such men from the
group between the ages of 18 and 20 who
are now in the military service.

Mr. ELLENDER. The bill provides
that a portion of them shall be selected
from that group. I have taken care of
that matter in section 1.

Mr. MAGNUSON. That is good. I
wanted to clear up that point.

Mr. ELLENDER. I will refer to page
2, which states:

The President is authorized to provide for
the release from active duty in the armed
forces of men who have completed more than
1 year of honorable service in such forces dur-
ing the present war and who have satisfac-
torily completed a substantial portion of
the medical, dental, premedical, or pre-
dental education and training necessary to
qualify them as physicians or dentists, in
order to enable such persons to pursue fur-
them such education and training, The re-
lease of any person from active duty for the
purposes of this section may be conditioned
upon his acceptance by an accredited school
and the pursuit of such education and train-
ing in a satisfactory manner,

We have taken care of that matter.
If that provision does not suffice, we can
release as many as 8,000.

Mr. MAGNUSON. 8o they would first
be obtained from the service; would they?

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct.
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Mr. MAGNUSON. And if not enough
were obtained in that way, they could be
exempted; is that correct?

Mr. ELLENDER. That is exactlr cor-
rect.

Mr. President, now let me read for the
REecorp a statement in respect to the bill
made by Paul C. Barton, M. D., who is
chairman of the Directing Board, Pro-
curement and Assignment Service, War
Manpower Commission. The statement
reads as follows:

The War Manpower '‘Commission, and par-
ticularly its Procurement and Assignment
Service for Physicians, Dentists, Veterinari-
ans, Sanitary Engineers, and Nurses, is on
record as being deeply concerned about the
future supply of medical and dental students.

The current regulations of Selective Serv-
ice have the effect of limiting persons enter-
ing upon premedical and predental educa-
tion to women, physically disqualified males,
and aliens. These categories are inadequate
1o supply a sufficient number of suitable pre-
medical and predental students to fill more
than 25 or 30 percent of the avallable places
in the medical and dental schools. Hence,
when the classes enrolled under present
conditions graduate from these profes-
slonal schools, these graduates will be but
a small fraction of the number of physicians
and dentists normally added to these profes-
slons annually, and quite insufficient to meet
even the normal pre-war needs of the coun-
try. These needs will exceed former normal
needs in all probability.

In the first place, a greatly expanded mili-
tary establishment will demand a Iar greater
military medical and dental service than
formerly. Compulsory military training
would increase the demands further. Sec-
ondly, the number of veterans needing medi-
cal service will be very large. Third, the
demands on the American medical and den-
tal professions to assist in the rehabilita-
tion of the countries ravaged by war will be
imperative. Some of this work will undoubt-
edly be done in connection with military
occupation, but for a number of years after
the close of hostilities many of our highly
trained speclalists will be serving abroad in
one capacity or another. Lastly, and most
important, the expanded demands in the
field of public health and general medical
service on the part of the country as a whole
will result in a far greater need for profes-
slonal personnel than pre-war requirements.
Available civilian physicians and dentists will
suffer from increased death and disability
rates both as a result of military service and
83 a result of the extraordinary home-front
load being carried by some during the war.

While conscious of the needs of the Army
and Navy for young men, the Procurement
and Assignment Service has been apprehen-
slve concerning the limitation of the num-
ber of premedical and predental students,
and has called the attention of Selective Serv
ice and the armed forces to the dangers
involved in any policy which will limit the
production of doctors and dentists necessary
for adequate care of the country when the
war is over. In this connection, attention
is called to the attached correspondence,

I shall not take the time to read the
correspondence, but it is very illuminat-
ing, and I hope Senators will read it.
Accordingly, Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent to have it printed in the
Recorp, at this point.

There being no objection, the corre-
spondence was ordered to be printed in
the REcorp, as follows:

The War Manpower Commission, and par=
tlcularly its Procurement and Assignment

Bervice for Physicians, Dentists, Veterinar-
ians, Sanitary Engineers, and Nurses, is on
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record as being deeply concerned about the
future supply of medical and dental students.

The current regulations of Selective Service
have the efiect of limiting persons entering
upon premedical and predental education to
women, physically disqualified males, and
allens. These categories are inadequate to
supply a sufficient number of suitable pre-
medical and predental students to fill more
than 25 or 30 percent of the avallable places
in the medical and dental schools, Hence,
when the classes enrolled under present con-
ditions graduate from these professional
schools, these graduates will be but a small
fraction of the number of physicians and
dentists normally added to these professions
annually, and quite insufficient to meet even
the normal pre-war needs of the country.
These needs will exceed former normal needs
in all probabillty. :

In the first place, a greatly expanded mili-
tary establishment will demand a far greater
military medical and dental service than
formerly. Compulsory military training
would increase the demands further. Sec-
ondly, the number of veterans needing medi-
cal service will be very large. Third, the
demands on the American medical and dental
professions to assist in the rehabilitation of
the countries ravaged by war will be impera-
tive. Some of this work will undoubtedly be
done in connection with military occupation,
but for a number of years after the close of
hostilities many of our highly trained spe-
clalists will be serving abroad in one capacity
or another. Lastly, and most important, the
expanded demands in the fleld of public
health and general medical ‘service on the
part of the country as a whole will result in
a far greater need for professional personnel
than pre-war requirements. Available clvil-
ian physicians and dentists will suffer from
increased death and disabllity rates both as
& result of military services and as a result
of the extraordinary home-front load being
carried by some during the war.

While conscious of the needs of the Army
and Navy for young men, the Procurement
and Assignment Service has heen apprehen-
sive concerning the limitation of the number
of premedical and predental students, and
has called the attention of Selective Service
and the armed forces to the dangers involved
in any policy which will 1imit the production
of doctors and dentists necessary for ade-
quate care of the country when the war is
over. In this connection, attention is called
to the attached correspondence. The criti-
cal situation which now exists cannot fail

, to seriously arouse very serious concern on
the part of all those who are interested in
and responsible for the health needs of the
Nation. The Procurement and Assignment
Bervice, War Manpower Commission, is con-
vinced that some such legislation as S. 637
18 essential to meet the existing problem.

For Franx H. LAHEY, M. D.,
Chairman, Directing Board,
Procurement and Assignment Service.
By Paur C. BARTON, M. D,,
Egzecutive Officer.

War MANPOWER COMMISEION,
PROCUREMENT AND ASSIGNMENT SERVICE,
Washington, D. C., April 10, 1944.
Gov. PaurL V. McNUTT,

War Manpower Commission, Federal Se-

curity Agency, Washington, D.C.
Dear GoverNoOR: At a joint meeting of the
Procurement and Assignment Service on Sat-
urday, April 8, 1944, with Surg. Gen. Nor-
man T. Kirk, Burg. Gen. Ross T. McIntire,
and Surg. Gen. Thomas Parran, the ques-
tion of selective service ceasing to defer
all physically acceptable premedical stu-
dents and students in medical schools except
those who will complete their senior year in
24 months was considered. It was the unani-
mous opinion of all three surgeons general
and of the entire Procurement and Assign-
ment Board that such a position on the part
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of selective service would result in a sltuation
which would be disadvantageous and even
dangerous to the armed forces and to the
civilian population. It was also unanimously
agreed that I should write this letter to you
and ask you to forward it to the President
if such a course met with your approval,
We all feel that the continuing malnte-
nance of medical schools and the production
of doctors is of such importance that if any-
thing such as their failure to defer men in
medical schools and in premedical training
but accepted by medical schools is to be done
which may well interrupt this production of
doctors and cause some medical schools to
close that the Procurement and Assignment

Board and the three surgeons general must

be in a position of having warned against it.
We all wish to go on record to the effect that
should later developments such as an epi-
demic of great magnitude, war casualties of
unanticipated numbers or any other unex-
pected demand upon medical manpower by
the military or civillan population arise that
they not be in a position of not having done
everything in their power to have prevented
this medical manpower production inter-
ruption.

This problem has been discussed with the
Army and the Navy with the possibility that
it can be met by the Army and Navy enlist-
ing these premedieal and medical students
and placing them on an Iinactive status.
Buch a plan, if possible, would satisfactorily
accomplish the protection of these men, save
the Government the expense of their educa-
tions, make them available for the services on
graduation and at the same time continue
the production of doctors and preserve med-
ical schools.

We do not believe that the places vacated
in medical schools by the change in Army
plans can be filled with women, IV-F's,
I-AF's, and men discharged from the armed
forces. Many medical schools are in a con-
siderable part supported by student fees
without which we are doubtful that they
could continue.

We all feel that this is perhaps the most
gerious problem on which we have had to
take a position and for that reason we feel
it our duty to take an unequivocal position
and request you to conslder forwarding this
to the President with your support.

Sincerely yours,
Frang H. Lauey, M. D,
Chairman of the Directing Board.

WaR MANPOWER COMMISSION,
’ April 12, 1944,
Ma]. Gen. LEwis B. HERSHEY,
Director, Selective Service System,
Washington, D. C.

DeArR GENERAL HErsHEY: Following the
meeting of the War Manpower Commission
Inter-Agency Committee on Occupational De-
ferment yesterday, I reviewed the situation
concerning premedical students again.
Your telegram of April 11, 1944, appears to
take care of all of the students now in school
and all of those who will be entering classes
up to July 1, 1944, The group of premedical
students who will be entering classes starting
through October concerns me most at the
present time,

Our information indicates that there are
between 1,200 and 1,300 premedical students
who have been accepted by medical schools
for classes starting between now and Sep-
tember 30, 1844, The vast majority of these
students will not be entering school until
September. Another group of about 1,000
have been accepted for classes between Octo-
ber 1 and December 31, 1044,

The urgency of preserving the flow of
medical students is go great that I am writing
to ask whether you would consider advancing
the date from July 1, 1044, to October 30, 1944,
If it is not possible to keep the medical
schools filled to capacity with students de-
ferred by Selective Bervice, it is- my intention
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to present to the Secretaries of War and Navy
a request that they consider placing in the
Enlisted Reserve a sufficient number of stu-
dents to meet this urgent need.

We feel strongly that the public interest
demands that places in the medical schools
be kept filled to capacity, I know that you
are thoroughly aware of the reasons which
prompt my recommendation and of the
seriousness with which the three Surgeons
General, as well as the Board of the Pro-
curement and Assignment Service regard the
matter. I cannot emphasize this concern
too strongly and I will appreclate it deeply
if you will review the facts of the situation
again, and give consideration to my instant
recommendation., I would be very pleased
to discuss this with you personally in case you
desire to do so.

Sincerely yours,
PavL V. McNuTT,
Chairman.

NaTIONAL HEADQUARTERS,
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM,
April 15, 1944,
Hon, Paur V. McNuUTT,
Chairman, War Manpower Commission,
Washington, D. C.

Dear GovernNor McNorr: This will ac-
knowledge receipt of your letter of April 12
with reference to my telegram of April 11,
1944. The telegram, as you indicate, pro-
vides that students in premedicine, pre-
dentistry, preveterinary medicine, preoste-
opathy, and pretheology may continue in a
deferred status provided such preprofes-
sional students will matriculate and enter
into actual classroom work in a recognized
school of medicine, dentistry, veterinary
medicine, osteopathy, or theology, on or be-
fore July 1, 1944,

It is noted that between 1,200 and 1,300
premedical students have been accepted by
the medical schools for classes beginning
April 12 and September 30, 1944, and that
the vast majority of these students are
scheduled for admission to medical school in
September.

No exceptions will be made as respects the
date of July 1. We shall, as in the past, give
full faith and credit to the certificates of
professional colleges as to the status of stu-
dents matriculated thereiln and engaged in
actual classroom work within the school or
under its immediate supervision,

Sincerely yours,
LeEwis B. HERSHEY,
Director,

WaR MANPOWER COMMISSION,
April 26, 1944,

The honorable the SECRETARY OF WaR,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mgr. SECRETARY: I have your letter of
April 15, 1944, outlining the future Army
speclalized-training program. In reply I
wish to set forth the existing situation con-
cerning medical and dental students and the
needs which must be met in the public
interest.

The medical needs of the armed forces and
of the civillans, for the duration of the war
and the not-to-be-overlooked thereafter, are
such that it is imperative that an uninter-
rutped flow of physicians and dentists be
maintained. Already the ratio of physiclans
to population has reached the minimum con-
sidered safe by the Procurement and Assign-
ment Service and the United States Public
Health Service. Still more serious is the fact
that this ratio s steadily increasing as a re-
sult of the death of approximately 3,500 civil-
ian physicians annually, with less than 1,200
replacements available from the medical
graduates ineligible for military service. A
comparable situation exists regarding the
dentists.

The reduction in the Army specialized-
training program will have the effect of in-
oreasing the number of places which must be
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filled by civilian medical students by 28 per=
cent. The Navy will continue its contracts
for 25 percent of the places and it is assumed
that approximately 15 percent can be filled
with women and men disqualified for military
service. This will leave approximately 2,000
vacant places in the medical classes unless
some. provision is made in 1945 to provide
deferment for the requisite number of pre=-
medical students. The following table sum-
marises the situation concerning medical
students for this class:

Total number of places In entering

classes 1945 , 500
Army will fill 1,825
WAy sttt Mk oo o o ol 1, 625
Women (s -—= 400
Physically disqualified men_______ 650

4, 500

Balance for whom other ar-
rangements will be necessary. 2, 000

Similar arrangement will be necessary for
about 1,000 dental students.

Efforts have been made by the Procurement
and Assignment Service and by me personally
to convince the Director of Selective Service
that his policy of recommending deferments
of men under 26, as set forth in his telegram
of April 11, 1944 should be modified to include
students in premedical and predental
courses in such numbers as to insure an un-
interrupted flow so that the avallable places
in the schools will be filled to capacity.
Under date of April 15, 1944, the Director of
Belective Service advised me as follows:

“No exception will be made as respects
the date of July 1. We shall, as in the past,
give full faith and credit to the certificates
of professional colleges as to the status of
students matriculated therein and engaged
in actual classroom work within the school
or under its immediate supervision.”

This decision means that a large number
of students now under deferment in pre-
medical and predental courses will be lost
to medicine and dentistry since the majority
of them were registered for matriculation
next fall. No provision whatever appears
to be contemplated by Selective Service for
students entering classes in late 1944 and in
1945. Copies of the correspondence between
this office and Selective Service are enclosed
for your information.

I need not stress to you the urgency and
importance of maintaining the flow of medi-
cal students at a rate which will insure the
necessary number of doctors for the country
as a whole. If it were possible to shorten
the course of medical education further or
if we saw any way to make up for the loss
which would ensue if nearly 30 percent of
the medical students were lost for medicine
for even 1 year, I would not suggest for your
consideration the recommendation which I
now wish to place before you.

The Directing Board of the Procurement
and Assignment Service held a joint meeting
with the three Surgeons General on Satur-
day, April 8, 1944, and unanimously recom-
mended (copy of recommendation enclosed)
that If the Director of Selective Service would
not recommend deferment for a sufficient
number of premedical and predental stu-
dents that I request you and the Secretary
of the Navy to give consideration to placing
a sufficient number of these students on an
Inactive status in the Enlisted Reserve. It
would be understood that the numbers would
be held as small as possible and the ma-
chinery for allocating the students to the
medical and dental schools would be handled
through the Procurement and Assignment
Bervice. The situation has become so serious
that I now feel the time has come to make
this request. y

Since students will come under the juris-
diction of selective service when they reach
their eighteenth birthday, the students we
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wish to hold for this program will be chosen
from the group under this age and can be
taken into the Enlisted Reserve Corps and
placed on an inactive status when they reach
their eighteenth birthday. The total num-
ber involved in any one year, both under
and over 18 years of age, would be about
4,000 premedical and 2,000 predental stu-
dents,

The Procurement and Assignment Service
suggests the following procedure for the ad-
ministration and control of these students.

1, The Procurement and Assignment Serv-
ice will establish a quota of authorized va-
cancies for each medical school—this quota
to be the average number of students ad-
mitted by this school over the past b years,
less the number of places to be filled by the
Army, Navy, women, and men ineligible for
military service.

2. Each medical and dental school will se-
lect and give acceptances to the number of
students authorized by this quota; such se-
lections being made from students under 18
years of age insofar as possible.

3. Enlistment of premedical and pre-
dental students in the Enlisted Reserve
should be predicated on the issuance of a
certificate of sacceptance by a recognized
medical or dental school. Continuation in
the Enlisted Reserve would be dependent on
maintaining a satisfactory standing in school.

4. The Procuréement and Assignment Serv-
ice will check acceptances of medical and
dental schools against quotas to insure com-
pliance with the schedule of students al-
lowed.

I am sending a similar letter to the Sec-
retary of the Navy and will deeply appreciate
your early consideration of this reguest.

Sincerely yours,
PauL V. McNuTT,
Chairman.

Mr, ELLENDER. Mr. President, the
critical situation which now exists can-
not fail to arouse very serious concern
on the part of all those who are inter-
ested and responsible for the health
needs of the Nation. The Procurement
and Assignment Service of the War Man-
power Commission is convinced that the
enactment of legislation similar to Sen-
ate bill 637 is essential if we are to meet
the existing problem.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. McCARRAN. Under the measure,
would those now in the service have the
first call? J

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes; I would think
50.
Mr. McCARRAN. In other words, a
man now in the service who has served
for a certain period of time and is in uni-
form and has the proper scholastic back-
ground might participate in this pro-
gram, might he?

Mr. ELLENDER. That is correct.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. As I understood the
reading of the paragraph providing t“at
the President shall have the right to pro-
mulgate such regulations as to permit
men in the service to be drawn from the
service and to continue their medical
education, I doubt whether the Senator
is completely accurate, although I know
he intends to be, when he says that the
men in the service would have the first
call, because unless the President acted
under such permissive authority, the men
in the service who had had 1 year of
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medical education would stay in the serv.
ice, and the men about to enter the serv-
jice would be the ones who would be se-
selected to receive such education. Is
not that correct?

Mr. ELLENDER. As the Senator
states, the language makes it permissive,
My reason for making it permissive is
that I should not wish to disturb or in-
terfere with the Army in any way. The
language of the amendment states, in
part:

That, to the extent that the President
deems to be (1) feasible, (2) compatible with
military operations, and (3) necessary or de-
girable in order to make possible the educa-

tlon and training as physicians and den-
tists—

He shall do certain things.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. Of course, the Presi-
dent, has such power without any act of
Congress. The significant thing is that
the War Department and the Navy De-
partment have not asked the President to
promulgate regulations which would take
those men from the service. I believe it
would be rather dangerous for us to make
it mandatory because the obvious answer
would come back that in many cases
these premedical men are hospital as-
sistants, stretcher bearers, and first-aid
men, and that, therefore, to draw them
from the service would, perhaps, result in
an increased loss of life. So on second
thought, I do not believe the Senator can
Handle the situation in any better man-
ner than he is handling it.

Mr. ELLENDER. Ithank the Senator.

Mr. TYDINGS. But I do not believe
that the men in the service will have the
first call in the way that the Senator has
indicated.

Mr. ELLENDER. I believe they would,
because if they came within the purview
of the section I have read, it would be
an advantage to get men who have had
previous training. I know of some who
have had 2 years’ study as premedical
students, and a man who has had that
much education, or at least that kind of
education, could enter the medical school
at once.

Mr. TYDINGS. Not if he is in the
Army.

Mr. ELLENDER. I mean after he has
been released from the Army. If his re-
lease were not incompatible with the best
interests of the Army and would not dis-
turb the Army, I have no doubt that pref-
erence would be given to him.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, if the
Senator will further yield to me, of
course the over-all picture boils down to
this: A man of this type should be used
where he can save the most lives. It is
perfectly obvious that he can now save
the most lives in the Army because in this
war men die from disease, and others are
constantly being wounded and killed.
Quite frequently the wounds of soldiers
result in death unless ample medical aid
has been afforded. Although the pur-
pose of the Senator is a worthy one, I
doubt whether it would be feasible to
draw any considerable number of men
from the armed services which are al-
ready crying for nurses. I do not see
how, in justice to the fighting men, we
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could weaken the medical staff which the
Army now has. It is not likely that a
substantial number of the men who are
now in the service would receive the priv-
ileges suggested in the Senator’s amend-
ment.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. Iyield.

Mr. McCARRAN. How does the Sen-
ator’s amendment provide for inductees
in the Navy? In other words, a part
of the program suggested by his amend-
ment would apply to the Army, Would
it also apply to the Navy?

Mr. ELLENDER. No distinction would
be made.

Mr. McCARRAN. If a young man
called for the Navy should desire to take
the science course, could he do so?

Mr. ELLENDER. Deferment would be
given to 18-year-old boys.

Mr. McCARRAN. The language of the
amendment would not put them into the
military service?

Mr. ELLENDER. No.

Mr. McCARRAN. Thenthe A.S.T.P.
would continue as is. :

Mr. ELLENDER. The A. S. T. P. for
medical education will admit no further
students after September 1945. It will
continue for those now enrolled until
they have- graduated.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER, I yield.

Mr. MAGNUSON. I was not speaking
with reference to premedical students
in the Army or in the Navy. Such stu-
dents are being used as hospital corps-
men, and in the performance of other
duties. I had reference to the young
man 18, 19, or 20 years of age who could
qualify to enter medical school. Such
a man is now in the service and perhaps
has fought in several battles. I would
place him against the man who is also
18 years of age but has the necessary
qualifications to begin premedical stud-
ies. I think we should take care of the
men who are in the service and wish to
become doctors. 1 think they should be
chosen as well as the men who are about
to enter the service and have had a de-
sire to receive medical training.

Mr. TYDINGS. I am interested in
knowing the attitude of the Army and
Navy in this matter. I assume that up
to the present time the Army has been
opposed to the plan of the Senator from
Louisiana.

Mr. ELLENDER. I do not know.

Mr. HILL. As the Senator has said,
no hearings have been held in connec-
tion with this matter. That is not be-
cause the Senator from Louisiana has
not be diligent in pursuing the matter.
I happen to know that he has been very
diligent. But only this moring a let-
ter came from the Navy Department in
regard to this subject.

Mr. ELLENDER. I have not had an
opportunity to see it,

Mr. HILL. No; the Senator has not
had an opportunity to read the letter.

Mr. ELLENDER. I did not know that
it had come.

Mr. HILL. I happen fo know that the
Navy Department is opposed to the
amendment. It was only yesterday that
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a letter came from the War Department.
The War Department is also opposed to
the amendment.

Let me say to my friend, the Senator
from Louisiana, that I am always sympa-
thetic with anything which he suggests.
I should like to be helpful to him in his
effort to work out the program which he
seeks to have inaugurated; but I think
the Senator will agree that even if the
Senate, under the present conditions,
should adept his amendment and it went
to conference there would be no oppor-
tunity for it to be agreed to in conference.
The House has not considered the
amendment, which originally was in the
form of a bill. I understand that no
hearing or consideration has been given
to the matter, I am sure the conferees
will not call in witnesses in order to.de-
termine what action they should take on
the amendment. In view of the fact that
several reports have come to us from
various departments, I wonder if the
Senator would not save time by having a
hearing held and ascertaining whether
he could not receive the favorable action
of the committee, I believe the Senator
stated on the floor yesterday that the dis-
tinguished chairman of the committee,
the Senator from Utah [Mr. THoMAs]
would take the amendment to confer-
ence.

As the Senator knows, just by chance
and fate I happen to be standing in the
shoes of the Senator from Utah [(Mr.
Tromas] at this particular meoment.
The Senator’s statement presents a
somewhat embarrassing situation to me.
I do not like to find myself not in ac-
cord with something the Senator from
Utah, the chairman of the commitiee,
wishes, but merely to take this amend-
ment to conference I do not think would
get the Senator from Louisiana any-
where, because with all the opposition
expressed to the bill by the different de-
partments, I do not believe the conferees
would accept the amendment. I deo not
see how the Senator can hope to get any-
where with it.

It seems to me we owe it to the Senate,
we owe it to ourselves, to let the Senate
Committee on Military Affairs have
hearings on the bill, consider the bill, and
then take action on it. I wonder whether
the Senator does not feel that way about
it.

Mr. ELLENDER. As the Senator just
stated, I have been making every attempt
to have the Committee on Military Af-
fairs consider the bhill, and that is my
reason for trying to press the matter. As
I indicated in the early part of my re-
marks, unless we act soon, the class of
1948 and the class of 1949 will be short
from 2,000 to 4,000 doctors and half as
many dentists. The amendment was
drafted by me in conjunction ‘with the
American Medical Association and the
American Dental Association, and I
wrote to every medical college in the
country. With only one exception, they
have replied favorably, stating that there
should be a law of this kind; that it is
imperative.

Mr. HILL., Will the Senator yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr., HILL. I take it the committee
has not been in a position to act because
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it has been waiting on the reports from
the departments. The reports have
come in. The War Department report
came in yesterday, and the report from
the Navy Department came in today.

I am not chairman of the Committee
on Military Affairs, but as one member
of that committee I say to the Senator
that if he will withdraw his amendment.
I shall do everything I can to have the
committee give him an expeditious hear-
ings, expeditious consideration, and ex-
peditious action on the bill. I do not
know what the action will be, but cer-
tainly it would seem to me that, with a
bill of this nature, with the interested
departments all reporting against it, if
the Senator really wants to have his bill
passed, he will have to get the weight of
the committee behind it.

Mr. ELLENDER. IthoughtI had that,
because I have spoken to most of the
members of the Committee on Military
Affairs, and, as a matter of fact, I con-
sulted many other Members of the Sen-
ate. I have heard no opposition from
any of them, because they realize the
necessity of keeping in the medical
scheols and dental schools a sufficient
body of students so that a normal num-
b:ngf doctors and dentists can be gradu-
a -

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Louisiana yield?

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. DOWNEY. Iam one of the mem-~
bers of the Committee on Military Af-
fairs with whom the distinguished Sen-
ator consulted, and I am indeed very
much impressed by the necessity for the
enactment of the bill, as pointed out by
the Senator from Louisiana. But if the
words of wisdom from our present acting
majority leader are correct—and it
would seem they probably are—then,
even though the Senate adopted the
amendment, and it were rejected in con-
ference, of course, no time would be
gained by making it a part of the pend-
ing bill. I am wondering if a definite
agreement could not be made at this time
that the Committee on Military Affairs
would take up the bill, let us say within
less than a week, and give it immediate
consideration and pass upon it. So far
as I am presently advised, I shall be very
anxious to support the Senator from
Louisiana in the attempt to pass the bill.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres-
ident, will the Senator from Louisiana
yield? |

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. As act-
ing chairman of the Senate Committee
on Military Affairs until the return from
Europe of the Senator from Utah [Mr.
THomMmAs], I may say that if I am still act-
ing chairman next Tuesday, and the Sen-
ator from Louisiana is ready to have his
bill considered by the Senate Committee
on Military Affairs next Tuesgay, it will
be called up. Of course, there are plenty
of “if’s” in my proposal, because I do not
know how soon the Senator from Utah
will return, but as a member of the com-
mittee, not speeking now as its acting
chairman, I am very much in accord with
the objectives of the bill. I have an im-
portant amendment which I desire to
have inserted in the bill before I can
wholeheartedly support it, but I do not
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think there will be any difficulty about
working that out. As one member of the
Committee on Military Affairs, I assure
the Senatof I am very much in sym-
pathy with his bill.

I think the ecting floor leader has
steted the situation precisely as it is, that
no time would be gained by taking the
amendment to conference. With the
adverse reports from the War Depart-
ment and the Navy Department, without
action by a standing committee of the
Senate, we would be in a véry bad situa-
tion when we faced the conferees from
the House, because I know from experi-
ence that they are very tough conferees.

Mr. HITL, Mr. President, the Sena-
tor from Colorado and I have sat quite
a few times with conferees on the part
of the House, we know the difficulties en-
countered in cenferences, and we know
how well armed we must be with the
facts if we are to induce the House con-
ferees to agree. If we should take to
conference an amendment such as this,
when we would have to admit that it
had had no hearings and no considera-
tion by our committee, I think the
House conferees would merely laugh and
say, “Gentlemen, there is absclutely
nothing doing, there is no use even talk-
ing about the matter.”

Mr., ELLENDER. Mr. President, in
view of the assurances which have just
been made to me, and the support which
seems to be in the air, I withdraw the
amendment,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, TyDp-
mncs in the chair). The Senator from
Louisiana withdraws his amendment.
The bill is still before the Senate and
open to further amendment.

Mr. EREWSTER. Mr. President, I
have an amendment on the desk which I
ask to have stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Has the
Senator ancther copy of the amend-
ment?

Mr. BREWSTER. No; there is only
one in existence.

Mr. TYDINGS. Someone has taken
the amendment from the desk for re-
search purposes.

Mr. BREWSTER. I can restateit. It
provides, “Provided, That after May 1,
1945, there shall be no further draft of
men over 31 years of age.” That is the
amendment.

Mr, President, I have already ex-
plained, I think, to most of those who
were present, the occasion for the
amendment. I regret that it was not
earlier presented to the Committee on
Military Affairs, but the situation was
not brought home to me, and I based it
primarily upon the fact that the British
have found this feasible and have put it
into effect as of May 1, 1945.

I took the matter up with General
Hershey. As I have previously stated,
the number of men now being secured in
the 31- to 38-year category is not given.
Hitherto it has been about 5 percent,
now it is running 10 to 15 percent. It
is true that all these men are married
men, most of them with pre-Pearl Har-
bor children, so that the situation is in-
creasingly upset both from a domestic
stand and from an economic standpoint,
because they are men in the older-age
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brackets, and they are also the men least
valuable for military service.

I hope the acting majority leader may
feel that he can take the amendment to
conference., If there are sericus objec-
tions, which can be presented by General
Hershey or other military authorities, it
will be in order to consider them, but
I do think we are fully warranted in at
least asking that this matter be seriously
considered. -

Mr, HILL, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. BREWSTER. 1 yield.

Mr., HILL. Since a copy of the amend-
ment is not available, will the Senator
state it?

Mr. BREWSTER. It is in this form,
“Provided further, That after May 1,
1945, there shall be no further draft of
men over 31 years of age.” That is the

-amendment, and I understand that is

precisely the practice which the British
are establishing as of May 1, 1945, and
this is confirmed by General Hershey.
It seems to me that, in the interest of
comity with our ally, it would do very
much to allay the feeling which is so
apt to prevail if we in this country,
with our vast resources compared to
theirs, and aware of their great respon-
sibilities, should at. least show that we
can adopt a measure of this kind.

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. BREWSTER. I yield.

Mr. BURTON. Did I correctly un-
derstand the Senator from Maine to
indicate that the figures from General
Hershey showed that at the present time,
the current month, these men who would
now be excluded from the draft, or would
be excluded after May 1, constitute from
10 to 15 percent of the draff; that, there-
fore, the amendment would result in
cutting the draft from 10 to 15 percent?

Mr. BREWSTER. No; Ido not under-
stand that, because these men will be
taken from other sources.

Mr. BURTON. Does the Senator mean
more 18-yzar-olds? There are no more
18-year-olds.

Mr. BREWSTER. I assume that in
the orderly progress of the draft all the
men who are available are not taken
each month, and that it is a question
of what categories they are taken from.
It was pointed out to me by eminent

. authority, which I shall not name, that

the pressure in this matter is increasing
very rapidly as the result of the disrup-
tion of families; that men with thre: or
four children are being taken, and that
it is anticipated that within a very short
time, if conditions continue as they are
now, legislation will be pressed, and it
is believed favorably considered, which
will discharge such men. We will, mean-
while, have spent 1 or 2 or 3 months
in training them. General Marshall
has always insisted that they are the
least desirable because being older they
are not able to adapt themselves. Con-
sequently we will have taken them in
for an entirely futile purpose. It seems
to me that it would be very wise at this
time to adopt the same policy as that of
our very distinguished ally.

Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and
nays.
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Mr. HILL. Mr, President, one feature .
of the action of the British Government
to which the Senator frocm Maine has
referred is administrative action and not
legislative action.

Mr. BREWSTER. Does that affect
the wisdom of the judgment?

Mr. HILL, No. That may not afiect
the wisdom.

. Mr. BREWSTER. I wish we had an
equally wise administration.

Mr. HILL. In the House of Commons
on April 12 last Mr. Bevin, who is
Minister of Labor, made a statement.
Senators may remember that England
has a system which is somewhat different
from ours. England has not only the
selective service for her military and
naval forces, but she has what is called
the universal service, In England men
are drafted into industry and into work
of all kinds. They have a universal serv=-
ice act. Some of the men go into the
armed forces. Some may go into war
plants, Some may operate the railroads
and some may operate the busses. These
is a different system in Britain from that
which prevails in the United States.

Mr. Bevin said:

In general, as from May 1, 1945, I do not
propose to call up any more men born in 1914
or earlier, except insofar as they may be re-
quired to meet the demands of the forces for
tradesmen or specialists or for other special
reasons.

Under the Selective Service Act today
the President of the United States has
the power not to call up any men in the
31-year age group or the older groups,
The Senate will recall that as the Selec-
tive Service Act was passed in its original
form it provided for the drafting of all
men from 21 to 45, but a provision was
placed in the act giving to the President
of the United States the power, if he
wished to use it, to defer any age groups
he thought should be deferred. As will be
recalled when the age limit was first re-
duced from 45 to 38 years, the reduction
was made by an Executive order of the
President of the United States. The
President of the United States, by au-
thority given in the Sclective Service Act,
reduced the age limit for inductees from
45 to 38 years. The President has the
power today, if he sees fit, to reduce the
age limit from 38 to 31 years.

Mr. BURTON, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr., HILL. I yield.

Mr. BURTON. A moment ago, when
I inquired of the Senator from Maine if
the fact that the amendment would stop
the drafting of about 10 or 15 percent of
the draft men over 31 would mean a re-
duction of the draft, his reply was no, it
would not reduce the number drafted,
but would place the pressure on other
groups. I would assume therefore that
instead of testing men in accordance
with whether they were engaged in es-
sential industries, the test would be
shifted by this amendment to the ques-
tion of age, and that therefore it would
exclude men of 31, regardless of what
they were doing, but would make up the
10 or 15 percent reduction by taking men
from whatever industries they were in,
and thus aggravate the manpower situa-
tion with respect fo war production.
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Mr. HILL., The Senator is exactly
correct.

Mr. President, the very point which
the Senator from Ohio has made is, I
think, sufficient in itself to show that we
ought not to adopt the amendment with-
out having it considered by the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs. Hearings should
be had on it. We should not act upon it
without knowing exactly what the full
effect of the amendment will be.

As the Senator from Ohio has stated,
if we now by law defer men 31 years of
age and older, that will mean that we
will have to obtain more men in the age
groups under 31 years of age. It might
mean that we may have to take men from
essential industries, from which we do
not want to take them. It might aggra-
vate the manpower situation which now
exists. It might place more burdens on
the youngsters we have talked about so
much today and about whom we have
been so concerned that they shall be
-given proper protection.

Mr. President, an amendment of this
kind ought to be considered by a com-
mittee. Hearings ought to be had on it.

Let me say further that there are men
who have been overseas for 2 years, some
for more than 3 years, many of whom
have gone through all the hardships and
the travails and the dangers of what we
know as warfare. We must consider
now whether we are going to let those
men come home, perhaps discharge
many of them, after saying to them,
“Well done, good and faithful servant.
You have done your part. Now we will
let serve overseas some other men who
perhaps have not been in the armed
forces at all, or certainly who have not
been subject to such travail and hard-
ship and danger as you have been who
have served across the seas for these
many months.”

We ought to examine the whole situa-
tion I hope the Senator from Maine
will not insist on his- amendment this
afternoon, because the amendment goes
to the whole question of what armed
forces we will have after the war in Ger-
many is over, how we will employ our
armed forces, what use we will make of
our manpower, and what we are going
to do to the men who have served so
long and so faithfully, and who have
suffered so much.

Mr. President, as Senators know, we
have in the Pacific today men who have
suffered much from malaria fever.
They have had the fever not once, not
3 times, or 6 times, but some of them
have had malaria 15 or 20 times. They
have undergone all kinds of suffering,
all manner of hardships. Until we have
first given consideration to those men
and have sought to do everything we can
to get them back home we should not
peremptorily, simply by a stroke of the
pen, without knowing all the facts, defer
all men over 31 years of age.

That is what is involved in this
amendment. I cannot bring myself to
take this action. It may be that after
I sit as a member of the Senate Com-
mittee on Military Affairs and hear all
the testimony, going into the entire
situation, I will favor the Senator’s
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amendment, but I cannot do so this
afternoon. I do not think it would be
fair to the Senate. I do not think it
would be fair to the men in the armed
forces to say now, without more consid-
eration for those men, that we are to
defer all men 31 years of age and over.
Many of those men are not married.
Many of them have no familiés.

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, HILL. I yield.

Mr. BREWSTER. I believe the Sen-
ator is in error. Practically all-the
bachelors have already been taken.
This was the statement which General
Hershey made to me—I think perhaps
the acting majority leader did not hear
it; but General Hershey stated that 9
out of 10 of the men over 31 years of
age now being taken not only are mar-
ried men, but are married men with pre-
Pearl Harbor children. So they have
every claim to our consideration. That
is one of the reasons why I urge that the
Senate consider the question carefully.

Mr., HILL., That is what I am asking
the Senator to do. I am asking the Sen-
ator to let us consider it carefully. I am
asking the Senator not to press this
amendment now, when it is absolutely
impossible to consider it carefully. The
only way we can consider the amend-
ment carefuly is to have a committee sit
around a table and listen to General Her-
shey, the head of the Sczlective Service,
and representatives of the War and Navy
Departments and the Manpower Com-
mission, so that we can understand ex-
actly what the situation is.

I am concerned about civilians at
home; but I am more concerned about
the men who for so many months have
been in fox holes in the Pacific area and
across the other seas. I want t> con-
sider them. I want to know what effect
this amendment would have on them, and
what, if anything, it would do so far as
postponing their discharge or their re-
turn home is concerned. Many of them
are married. Many of them have pre-
Pearl Harbor children. Let us consider
this proposal as it ought to be consid-
ered, in an intelligent, understanding,
and careful way, With all the facts be-
fore us we can then act. We should not
act on the spur of the moment by insert-
ing such an amendment as this in the
pending bill.

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, Iam
sure that I recognize the persuasive char-
acter of the appeal. I am sure also that
no one is more anxious than I about the
young men who have been overseas for 3
years, and who have wives and families
at home.

Mz, HILL. ‘I am sure of that.

Mr. BREWSTER. I know that many
other Senators share my feelings.

Mr. HILL. Iam sure of it.

Mr. BREWSTER. I am afraid that
the acting majority leader, for whom I
have great respect, in his zeal to keep the
bill intact, is somewhat exaggerating the
complexity of the situation.

The amendment is very simple. The
facts are very clear. General Hershey
can give the Senator all the relevant
facts over the telephone in 5 minutes.
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He has them at his fingertips, as I dis-
covered when I consulted him.

There are also certain other consid-
erations which are quite persuasive. I
hope that the acting majority leader,
who is very eloquent, and who possesses
a profound understanding of military
matters, will yield to my persuasiveness
and take the amendment to conference.
I am sure that the committee of con-
ference, in its deliberations, will be able
to determine very quickly and very
clearly whether or not we should take
this step. If our great ally, with limited
resources, is able to eliminate from the
draft men over 30 years of age, why
cannot the United States, with its vast
manpower resources, take parallel ac-
tion? We should endeavor, so far as
possible, to eliminate the irritations and
frictions which are constantly arising.
Canada, our neighbor to the north, has
not had the draft at all. All along the
border we are constantly being reminded
of that fact, which is most unfortunate.
After deliberating carefully, England,
with the wisdom which she possesses by
reason of being close to the scene of
action, has taken action similar to that
which is now proposed.

I am sure that if the acting majority
leader will ponder this gquestion over-
night he will fee] that it is wise to take
this amendment to conference, to see
whether or not it would be advisable to
include it in the bill.

Mr. HILI., My {friend from Maine is
so eloguent and persuasive that I wish
I could find myself in accord with him.
However, I do not feel that it would be
the part of wisdom for the Senate to
adopt this amendment, or to agree to
send the amendment to conference.
Unless we are in a position to know that
we can defer these men, we ought not to
give them the hope, because of action
by the Senate, that they will be deferred.
I do not believe that an amendment to
the Selective Training and Service Act
of such far-reaching nature, funda-
mental as it is, ought to be adopted
without the committee at least consid-
ering the amendment. That is my
feeling in the matter.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator
will take the amendment to conference,
If he does not take it to conference, I
hope the Senate will send it to confer-
ence. I do not believe it would neces-
sarily mean that we would have to place
burdens on other classes if we were to
reduce the age limit under the draft to
31 years. It seems to me that we now
have available in the Army all the men
we will need to finish this fight.

It has been stated—and I believe it to
be true—that other countries are not
taking men above the age of 31, because
time is required to train them, and their
service in the armed forces involves a
burden on them and on their families.
There was a time when the age limit was
reduced to 28. As I recall, that was
about 2 months before Pearl Harbor. .
No objection was made at that time to
reducing the age limit to 28. Many men
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older than 28 were released. Of course,
when the war came, they were taken back
into the service very dquickly. These
men who are being taken away from
their wives and children are not trained.
They cannot be of any great use for 6
or 8 months, or perhaps a year.

It has been suggested—and I believe it
to be true—that a third of our divisions
will be partially demobilized when the
war is over in Germany. We are per-
mitting a continuation of control over
the lives of men between the ages cf 31
and 45 which I do not believe is justi-
fied by the military situation; and I will
not vote to continue it.

I do not wish to insist on my friend
doing something which, in his capacity as
acting majority leader, he does not wish
to do. In my opinion, consideration of
the amendment by the conferees would
not consume enough time to make much
difference. This is a bill to extend the
Selective Training and Service Act for a
year. The amendment can be con-
sidered in conference. If I am a member
of the conference, I shall vote to retain
the amendment in the bill. If the act-
ing majority leader does not feel that
he can take the amendment to con-
ference, I hope the Senate will send it to
conference.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I have
not heard any factual basis to support
the assertions which have been made by
Senators. One very important question
is, how many men between the ages of 31
and 45 are physically competent for full
military service?

Another question is, how many such
men are now being inducted for full
military service?

Another question is, are such men in-
ducted for partial military duty and as-
signment to necessary military duties of
a noncombatant nature, which they are
fully competent to perform, although
they are not physically able to engage in
military combat?

I have before me a statement which
indicates that the policy of the War De-
partment is not to call such men for full
military service. It is found on page
3568 of the REcorp for April 19, 1945:

As of February 1, 1945, our estimated re-
serve of civilian manpower fit for military
duty and within the effective combat ages of
18 to 25, inclusive, was down to 279,000 men,
of whom 133,000 were aged 18. Besides this,

there will be available only those who become
18 years of age each month.

Mr. President, the war is not over.
VE-day will make only the first half. As
in a football game, we shall have to take
a new breath and take a new, firm hold
on the situation, and become refreshed,
if possible, to begin the second half,

Today we are treating this matter as if
the war were easy. Let our colleagues
who will come back from abroad and will
describe the scene they have witnessed
tell us whether the war is easy., I will
guarantee that they will tell us of men
who are worn out, who are entitled to a
respite and & chance to catch their
breath.

How are we to fill their places except
by using the group of men 18, 19, 20, 21,
22, 23, 24, and 25 years of age, which the
Army is now using? We will not meet the
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need by using these from 21 to 38 years of
age.
But, Mr. President, here is the mischief
of the thing: If such men are removed
from the scope of the Sclective Training
and Service Act, they cannot be deferred
for necessary employment. It is just an-
other way of crippling the United States
in its very great effort. Do not compare
the United States with Canada, do not
compare the United Siates with Great
Britain, in the effort and the magnitude
of the battle which is being waged here
on the home front. We have no other
recoursg at the present time except the
deferment for employment which is pro-
vided for in the existing law.

The group of men from 31 to 35 years
of age who have registered and have come
up for selection should not be exempted
from the possibility of having the Gov-
ernment say to them, “We select you to
do something other than to fight. You
are over 31 years of age. You are needed
in a factory which is manufacturing nec-
essary munitions. You are deferred from
military service for that cause.” That is
equivalent to selecting a man to perform
that work. As long as he stays on that
job he will not be reclassified for some
ofher work or sent into military service.

But if the amendment is adopted, we
will have made just another attack upon
the ability of the Government to carry
on this war to a successful conclusion.

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. CHANDLER. The statement of
the Senater from Vermont is very illu-
minating. It indicates to me, at least,
that the question at the moment is an
economic one, not a military one. It is
the desire to continue the control over
the people of the United States. The
people of the United States do not need
to be controlled in that way. The people
of the United States, using voluntary
methods, have outproduced not only all
our friends but all our friends and all
our enemies combined, and the people of
the United States will continue to do so
until the end of the war.

I object to having the Selective Service
System used as a mecans of controlling
the lives of the people of the United
States and forcing them to do what some-
one wants them to do, when it is not
necessary to proceed in that way at all,
All we have to do is to tell the people
of our country what is necessary, and
they will do it, and will do it voluntarily.
They have proved that over and over
again.

So I repeat that the matter is an eco-
nomic one, not a military one.

The Senator has indicated the reason
for it, rather than the urgent need. Cer-
tainly there is no urgent need at this
moment for soldiers on the European
front. If there is, they are not going to
get there from the United States.

We are told that we should not speak
of what the other countries are doing.
If they were doing more, perhaps we
would not have to do so much. I must
speak of that, because in some places we
alone have almost completely kept the
pressure on the enemy.
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I cbject to having the Army use the
Selective Service System as a ciub cver
the heads of men between the ages of 18
and 45. It is not just, and I will not
support it.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, HILL. I yield.

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to record myself
as wholeheartedly in support of the ex-
cellent. statement made by the distin-
guished senior Senator from Vermont
[Mr. Austinl. I wich to add just a few
words.

The question is not an eccnomic one
and it is not a political one, either. It
is not a personal one. It is a military
one.

On the first day of the present week,
when the President of the United States
made his first address to Congress, I
thought that the high moment of that
address was the tremendous and, as I
thought, the unanimous applause which
greeted the following statement which
he made:

We are now carrying out our part of that
strategy under the able direction of Admiral
Leahy, General Marshall, Admiral King,
General Arnold, General Eisenhower, Ad-
miral Nimitz, and General MacArthur.

Then the President said:

I want the entire world to know that this
direction must and will remain—unchanged
and unlhampered.

If I understand what has been going
on here this week, and especially the last
2 days, the Senate has been doing a
pretty big job of hampering the noble
men, the trusted men, upon whom our
country has imposed, in this great hour,
its defense, its honor, and all its future.
I may not only say we have underiaken
to hamper them, but I hope I shall be
forgiven for saying that this afternoon
when we adopted an amendment by a
vote of 50 to 25, we took a step which
might well be interpreted here at home
and in this Chamber and abroad and
around the world as actually preposing
to hobble them in the supreme hour of
the national and the world crisis.

Mr. President, what will be the conse-
quences if we continue to proczed along
these lines? What will be the conse-
quences if we adopt an amendment of
such a sort? I am happy that one
amendment has been withdrawn, and I
appreciate the action of the Sznator who
proposed it in withdrawing it. What will
be the consequences if at this time, of
all the times in the long and trying prog-
ress since December 7, 1941, we signalize
to our allies, we signalize to our enemies,
we signalize to our fighting men, and we
signaliz2 to our own people that the Sen-
ate of the United States is complacent,
is relaxing, is letling up, is reireating?
We would retreat; we would get into the
hideout a4t home, but we would bid the
brave boys to go onto the battlefields
and die. It is unspeakable. It is incon-
celvable. It is unthinkable. It is ab-
horrent. It stirs my heart more deeply
than I should like to admit. Shall we
tell the Japanese, with an army of 8,000,-
000 men who are ready to meet us and
who are making every preparation to re-
sist our impending invasion of thzir
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islands or the coast of Asia, that we are
Jetting down here in America? Shall
we tell the boys whom we have sent to
those far-away shores that we intended
to modify our course, that we are going
to look after the medical schools, that
we are going to see that the medical
schools shall be filled with students next
vear? I suppose that subsequently we
shall be asked to take pains to see that
the theological schools shall be filled with
candidates for the ministry while our
boys die on foreign battlefields. There
might be some popularity to such a
course, Mr. President, but I shall not
suggest that anyone enterfains such a
thought. However, in my judgment,
when those men return we will have to
give answer to them. I hope they will
measure us by the standard by which
they are measured. They will have a
right to do that. If the soldier flinches
he is dishonorably discharged. If we
flinch we should expect no less. We
should ask for a dishonorable discharge.

Mr. President, we cannot afford to take
any steps which would tend to convince
our people at home that the war is over.
The war in Europe is not over. . We can-
not afford to take any step which would
convince the people of America that the
standards of England in this mafter are
our standards. I do not say that by way
of reproach: I think the British have
done very well. We cannot afford to do
anything which would convince our peo-
ple that our standards are unlike those
of Russia. Iam notashamed to say that.

Why does this war have the fair pros-
pect which it has at this hour? Russia
poured out lives and retreated for 3
yvears. Now she is in the streets of
Berlin. We are thinking that the war
is somewhere nearly over. We pray, and
we hope that is so. But the Japanese
do not think the war is nearly over. I
suspect there are people in Germany fo-
day who still entertain hopes of winning
the war. They think that we will divide
politically. Last Monday we undertook
to signalize to the world in the presence
of the new President that Republicans
and Democrats, northerners and south-
erners, isolationists and international-
ists, were united behind the chieftain
upon whom the country had reposed re-
sponsibility. Through the words of our
President, and the applause of our hands,
we gave assurance to the world that the
war will go forward unhampered. Yet,
a week has been spent here on a legis-
lative proposal which should have been
disposed of very quickly.

Mr. President, there is nothing wrong
with the selective service. It is and
should be all-embracive. We began this
war by pledging everything in this coun-
try to the winning of it. We have no
right to presume to change that pledge
until the eagles of victory are perched
upon our banners in the hands of our
returning sons. We have no right to
take any step here in an assumption that
we shall win the war by retreating on
the home front. We know that we shall
have won the war when the German
power to resist and conspire has been
utterly extinguished. We know that we
shall have won the war when the Jap-
anese have not only lost their faces, but
have lost their hearts and their power
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to fight for a hundred or 500 years to
come. Because the news is good and
our hearts are hopeful, some of us think
that we can relax and that we can re-
treat.. Mr. President, that is the way
in which wars are lost. That is the only
way in which we can lose this war. No
one in America is now asking us to play
politics, or to think of ourselves. I do
not believe the medical schools are really
asking us to think about them at this
time. It is a matter of small concern
whether they graduate 50 percent or 60
percent next year, or the year following.
It is a matter of great concern that there
shall be equality in America, that we
shall marshal our manpower, man by
man according to his capacity.

Mr. President, think of us here this
evening. We are asked to consider a

- proposition without a word with refer-

ence to it having been received from the
War Department or from the Navy De-
partment. So far as I know, the word
which we have received has come from
the one man in America who is least
qualified to advise us; namely, the War
Manpower Commissioner. We are asked
to take his word as a basis for beating a
retreat in this hour of hope. That is
not like the United States Senate, Mr.
President. It is not like the people of the
United States. It is not like the mothers
and fathers, Iknow how they feel, The
dearest wish of their lives is that they
may see their sons again, Some of them
will be content to close their eyes for
ever more on the horizon of life if they
may be allowed fo see their sons again.
But they do not ask us to relax. Re-
laxing is not what has made this country
the glorious country she has proved to
be during the past 4 years—these long
and terrible years. It does not reflect
the spirit of the boys on the land, on
the seas, or in the air.

God forbid that you or I should say
or do anything, or cast a vote or con-
template casting a vote, tending to in-
dicate to our enemies, our allies, or our
fighting men that we are capable of hav-
ing such a spirit—one so different from
that of our fighting men, so different
from the spirit of the people of this
country.

We misunderstand our country, Mr.
President; we misapprehend America, if
we do not realize that when America got
into this war she set about—man, woman,
and child—in every hamlet, in every
home, to carry it through, with honor,
to success and to glory. We are not going
to stop now. We are not going to pursue
a policy of modification based upon a
foolish optimism and a casual hope.

Mr. President, I think we have gone
far enough. We have heard these
amendments. Some have voted one way
and some another., I have no quarrel
with any Senator about how he votes, but
I think the hour has come when we must
say within our hearts whether the Sen-
ators of the United States shall prepare
to go forward with the captains in the
field, the mothers and fathers in the
homes, and the people everywhere who
make this country the greatest of all the
countries on the face of the earth,

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, I
am profoundly sorry to find myself in
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disagreement with the three distin-
guishedr colleagues of mine who have
spoken, whom hitherto I have followed
with devotion through all the stormy
seas of the past few years, particularly
as we marched down into the valley of
death with the manpower bill, which I
introduced with my distinguished col-
league from North Carolina here a year
ago, and supported a bill presented by
the Senator from Vermont in a some-
what more modified form, and for which
I fought until there was no longer any
opportunity to fight.

I am somewhat puzzled, however, by
the general staff here that is conducting
the opposition. First the acting major- .
ity leader pleaded ve'y eloquently, and
with all the earnestness and sincerity
which he possesses, that this amend-
ment, which would eliminate from the
draft those over 31, was very wrong be-
cause it might make it impossible to
discharge some of our boys overseas, in
other words, that men over 31 would
take some of their places. That is some-
thing to consider and to think about, al-
though I think a little contemplation
will indicate that that is not likely to
be the case.

When we came to the second cham-
pion, he eliminated that entirely. The
Senator from Vermont said that had
nothing to do with the matter, there was
not any question of men over 31 taking
the places of any of our sons who were
at the front and wanted to come home,
but it was only to keep these men in
some other form of economic service or
limited military service. So that the
Senator from Alabama tossed out his ar-
gument, and we have the economic and
limited military argument of the Senator
from Vermont. To what extent there
may be supporting data is a matter of
speculation, but it is certainly quite dif-
ferent from the earelier consideration
suggested.

Then we come to my colleague from
North Carolina, and his entire plea, as
I understand, was based on the fact that
this would be raising the flag, if not of
surrender, at least of retreat, and that
it would be betraying our allies. I think
he used the words that it would be go-
ing back on our allies, and they would
not understand it, though the Senator
from Vermont said to forget about
Canada and Britain. That, it seems to
me, is the argument which has been
presented.

Mr. President, the information which
we have is that Britain has already dis-
continued the drafting of men over 31
after May 1, and that Canada has never
inaugurated the draft, or has only a very
limited draft. I am not saying this in
criticism of either of those countries.
The consideration which I wish to urge
very earnestly, particularly upon my
good neighbor from Vermont, is that we
are going forward into the question of
whether or not we shall arrive at an ac-
commodation among the nations as a
result of the deliberations now proceed-
ing near the Golden Gate. Soon we
shall have back here, we trust, a treaty
in which we shall seek to achieve the
great goal of ordered progress of the
nations,
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It is my sober opinicn that the more
nearly we can eliminate the cfuses of
irritation and misunderstanding among
our friends and among ourselves, the
greater contribution we shall make to
the adoption by the Senate, by any over-
whelming majority of the treaty.

I, as one, merely wish to suggest to the
Members of this deliberative body that
they ponder what is to be the reaction
of the people of this country if we here
in America are being asked, by the re-
jection of this amendment, to take a
position regarding the offering of our
sons as a sacrifice in the fighting lines
which neither Britain nor Canada at this
time is carrying out. There may well be
a difference in our circumstances, but
I do not think anyone can explain to the
American people why we are compelled
to go forward with this draft at a time
when both our great allies have deter-
mined it is no longer necessary fo the
successful prosecution of the war. The
suggestion that we are retreating it
seems to me is refuted by the logic of
events.

In view of these facts, Mr. President,
I hope the amendment may prevail, may
go to conference, and there be consid-
ered by the committee of conference,
which I am sure will be able to pass prop-
erly upon it.

Mr. L. Mr, President, I wish
to place myself in harmony with the
statement of the Senator from Vermont
and that of the Senator from North
Carolina. I am not one of those who be-
lieve we can win the war by comparison
with what some other nation is doing.
I do not believe we can rely on the fail-
ure of Great Britain or the failure of
any other nation to do something as a
Justification for our not doing it.

I wish to say, in reply to something
that was said by the Senator from North
Carolina, that I am 1 of the 50 who
voted for a guarantee of training to the
boys who are still young. For that vote
I have neither regrets nor apologies, but
I believe that the adoption of the pend-
ing amendment would go far toward
having a wrong effect both on our ene-
mies and on our friends and our allies.
I believe the policy which we have fol-
lowed in winning the war thus far should
not be suddenly changed, just at a time
when the San Francisco Conference is
meeting, and just at the beginning of a
new administration, particularly after
we have pledged ourselves to go forward
in the winning of the war. _

So I am very hopeful that the amend-
ment may be defeated, and that there
may be no excuse, as has been suggested,
for the belief, either by friends or foes,
that America is weakening.

Mr., CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I agree
with everything the Senator from Dela-
ware has just stated. We are in the war
and have pledged ourselves to win the
war. It is immaterial whether England
or Canada or any other of our allies
withdraw—we are still in the war and
are pledged to win the war.

Mr. President, it is my opinion that
this is not a time to do anything which
might in any way interfere with the
momentum of the action which is now
being taken against the common enemy.
The fact that Canada has done a certain
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thing or that England at this moment
were to say that she is not going to send
any more soldiers over 31 into combat, is
immaterial, for the fact is that the
United States is winning the war, and
will continue to fight until the war is
won.

I hope the amendment will be de-
feated.

Mr, TYDINGS. Mr. President, I
should like to say that the amendment
offered by the Senator from Maine is &a
very natural amendment, and I am sure
we all feel great sympathy for the
thought which inspired the amendment,
which is to lighten the load of those who
are past youth wherever it is humanly
possible to do so. I should like to call
the attention of the distinguished Sen-
ator from Maine, however, to a matter
which has not so far, I believe, been dis-
cussed. If the Senator’s amendment
were to be adopted we would have this
situation: There are already in the Army
many hundreds of thousands of men
who are more than 31 years of age. They
would naturally feel that an injustice had
been done to them, namely that they had
been taken into the service and, so far
as the amendment is concerned, would
remain in the service not only until after
Germany was defeated, but until Japan
was defeated.

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield.

Mr. BREWSTER. I appreciate the
force of what the Senator says, but I do
not know whether the Senator heard the
figures which were given. There have
been a very limited number taken in this
group. Only about 5 percent in this
group were taken prior to the last 2 or
4 months, and they were practically
all bachelors, Most of those now being
taken are married men with three or four
children. That is the distinction be-
tween the 31-year-olds who are now bhe-
ing taken and the others. It is expected
that, following the adoption of the
amendment, there will be strong move-
ment to discharge many of those married
men who are in the Army.

Mr, TYDINGS. I am sure the argu-
ment of the Senator from Maine, and
much of his logic, is very reasonable.
But I was attempting to point out that
the man over 31 years of age who is al-
ready in the service, perhaps standing in
a fox hole, or in a trench, or stationed in
a ruined town, would say to himself some-
thing like this, “What kind of a country
is this that takes me away from my wife
and children and keeps me over here in
a war? I have already been in for a
year, or a year and a half, and to all in-
tents and purposes my country proposes
to keep me in the service until the Japa-
nese, too, are defeated, and perhaps use
me in the battles incident to the attain-
ment of that goal, and at the same time
declares the policy that hereafter no
one who is in my general classification
shall be drafted for service in the Army.”

Whether that reasoning would be alto-
gether well-founded I am not at this
moment arguing. But the fact remains
that the amendment would be accepted
by many men in the service and by their
loved ones at home as having put the
class of men who are already in the serv-
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jee in a category apart, and as calling
on them for greater sacrifices than will
henceforth be demanded of men in
that group. Therefore, if the Senator’s
amendment were to prevail, the natural
corollary would have to be coupled with
it, to wit, that all men already in the
service who are 31 years of age would
have to be discharged if even-handed
justice were to be meted out.

I think the proper way to handle this
matter, if I may suggest it, is as follows:
The Army already knows, insofar as it
values the opinion of Congress in mili-
tary matters, that there is an overwhelm-
ing desire in the House and in the Senate
not to draft fathers who have children,
and I think the whole tendency of the
draft recently has been to cater to that
philosophy wherever military necessity
permits.

But I say that if there were no greater
reason against the amendment than the
one I have suggested, we ought not to
adopt it, because hundreds of thousands
of men over 31 already in the service,
having borne the brunt of the battle and
suffered wounds, and knowing that no
more of their class were to be drafted,
would feel that they had been unjustly
dealt with, and it would create a sick-
ening of heart among them as well as
among their wives and their children
who were old enough to understand.

Mr. President, I believe it would be
very ill advised for the Senate to adopt
the amendment, and I say that not from
any lack of sympathy for the motives
which I am sure inspired the Senator
from Maine to offer the amendment, but
in the interest eof justice.

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, TYDINGS. 1 yield.

Mr. BREWSTER. The Senator sug-
gests a somewhat sadistic attitude on the
part of the boys who are in the service—
that misery loves company. I think the
Senator does a certain measure of in-
justice to these young men who, I think,
in the progress of the war would be pro-
foundly grateful that perhaps other
married men were not going to be com-
pelled, as the result of developments, to
make a similar sacrifice. They might
find in the amendment the hope the Sen-~
ator suggests that perhaps in due course
they might be released. I think that
might be a persuasive argument, but I
believe it is by no means necessary.

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator has quite
well, I believe, stated my own point of
view, namely, that if the amendment
were adopted the men in the service
would immediately ask that they be given
the same treatment, having already done
their share, as has been given to the same
class at home which has not already done
its share.

Mr. BREWSTER. Of course, it is the
policy of the War -Department, as we
understand, that married men shall be
given consideration, and all married men
over 31 would receive consideration any-
way. Senators must bear in mind that
at the present time most men over 31 in
the service are bachelors, not married
men.

Mr. TYDINGS. I believe the Senator,
who had a fine recorc himself in World
War No. 1, I will recall that when we



1945

picked up the newspapers and found that
a strike was in progress somewhere,
whether it was just or was not just, or
founded on reasonable grounds or not,
we would say, “What kind of a country
are we fighting for over here, facing the
enemy, and losing our comrades, while
men at home refuse to work for the
highest wages paid in history?” That is
what we used to say. That being true, I
am sure the Senator can transport him-
self back to those days, and if he were
drafted then, and had a wife and chil-
dren, and he learned that those now in
the same class in which he was were no
longer to be drafted, he would begin to
wonder if someone had not caught him
when he was not looking, and inflicted a
serious injustice upon him.

Mr. President, as one who sympathizes
with the motive which inspired the
amendment, I appeal to the Senator not
to press it. I really believe he would be
very wise if he were to withdraw the
amendment. I believe that would be in
the interest of unity in the country and
of morale in the Army.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question is on agreeing to the amendment
offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr.
BREWSTER].

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the ab-
sence of a gquorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll,
and the following Senators answered to
their names:

The

Aiken Gurney Morse
Austin Hart Murdock
Balley Hatch Murray
Bankhead Hawkes O'Daniel
Bilbo Hickenlooper O'Mahoney
Brewster Hill Overton
Burton Hoey Radcliffe
Butler Johnson, Colo. Revercomhb
Byrd Johnston, 8. C. Robertson
Capehart Kllgore Russell
Capper La Follette Bhipstead
Chandler Langer Smith
Chavez Lucas Stewart
Cordon McCarran Taft
Donnell McClellan Taylor
Downey McFarland Thomas, Okla.
Eastland McEellar bey
Ellender McMahon Tunnell
Fer n Magnuson Tydings
Fulbright Maybank Walsh
Gerry Millikin ‘White
Green Mitchell Wiley
Guffey Moore

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-
eight Senators have answered to their
names. A quorum is present. '

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from
Maine [Mr. BREWSTER].

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, I
ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and
the legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. McFARLAND. My colleague [Mr.
Haypen] is absent on official business.
If he were present he would vote “nay.”

Mr. LANGER. I announce that my
colleague the distinguished junior Sen-
ator from North Dakota [Mr. Youne] is
unavoidably absent on Government busi-
ness, being at Pittsburgh attending a
committee hearing. If he were present
and voting he would vote “yea.”

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], the Sen-
ator from New York [Mr. Mean], and the
Senator from Nevada [Mr. ScrucHAM]
are absent because of illness.
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The Senator from Florida [Mr. An-
pREWS] is necessarily absent. >

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
BarxreEY], the Senator from Georgia
[Mr. GeorceEl, and the Senator from
Utah [Mr. THoMAs], are absent visiting
various concentration and prison camps
in Europe. .

The Senator from Missouri [Mr,
Brices] is absent on public business.

The Senator from Texas [Mr. Con-
NALLY] is absent as a delegate to the In-
ternational Conference in San Francisco.

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Mryers] is absent attending the funeral
of his father.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. Pep-
peEk] is absent on public business. If
present and voting he would vote “nay.”

The Senator from Montana [Mr.
WaEeELER] is absent conducting hearings
in Pittsburgh, in behalf of the Senate.

I further announce that the Senator
from Texas [Mr. ConnaLLY] has a gen-
eral pair with the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. VANDENEERG].

The Senator from Utah [Mr. THOMAS]
has a general pair with the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES].

The Senator from New York [Mr. Wac-
NEr] has a general pair with the Senator
from Kansas [Mr. REep].

Mr. WHITE. The Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Bripges]l has a general
pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr.
THOMAS].

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Reep]
has a general pair with the Senator from
New York [Mr. WAGNER].

‘The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Van-
pENBERG] has a general pair with the
Senator from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY].

The Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Broorsl, the Senator from Nebraska
[Mr. WaERrY], and the Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. SALTONSTALL] are ab-
sent on official business.

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr.
Barv] is absent because of a death in his
family. If present he would vote “nay.”

The Senator from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS]
is absent because of illness.

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. WiLsox]
is absent on public business.

The Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Bripges], the Senator from Dela-
ware [Mr. Buck], the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. BusarieLp]l, the Senator
from Kansas [Mr. ReEp], and the Senator
from Indiana [Mr. WirLis] are detained
on official business.

I am advised that if present the Sena-
tior from Illinois [Mr, BrRooKs] would vote
i yea'n

The result was announced—yeas 11,
nays 57, as follows:

YEAS—11
Alken Langer Taft
Brewster Moore Walsh
Chandler Revercomb « White
Jol n, Colo. Shipstead

NAYBE—5T
Austin Donnell Hatch
Balley Downey Hawkes
Bankhead Eastland Hickenlooper .
Bilbo Ellender Hill
Burton Ferguson Hoey
Butler Fulbright Johnston, 8. C.
Byrd Gerry Kllgore
Capehart Green La Follette
Capper Guffey Lucas
Chavez Gurney McCarran
Cordon Hart McClellan

McFarland Murdock Smith
McEellar Murray Stewart
McMahon O'Daniel Taylor
Magnuson O'Mahoney Thomas, Okla
Maybank Overton Tobey
Millikin Radcliffe Tunnell
Mitchell Robertson Tydings
Morse Russell Wiley

NOT VOTING—28
Andrews Glass Thomas, Utah
Ball Hayden Vandenberg
Barkley Johnson, Calif, Wagner
Bridges Mead Wheeler
Briggs Myers Wherry
Brooks Pepper Willis
Buck Reed Wilson
Bushfield Saltonstall Young
Connally Sc
George Thomas, Idaho

So Mr. BREWSTER'S amendment was
rejected.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill is still before the Senate and is open
to amendment,

If there be no further amendment to
be proposed, the guestion is on the en-
grossment of the amendment and the
third reading of the bill.

The amendment was ordered to be
gir;ngrossed and the bill to be read a third

e.

The bill (H. R. 2625) was read the
third time and passed.

Mr. HILI.. I ask that the Senate in-
sist upon its amendment, request a con-
ference with the House thereon, and that
the President pro tempore appoint the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

Mr. TAFT. 1 object to the proposal
of the Senator from Alabama. I do not
see why we should request a conference.
Possibly the House will accept the
amendment made by the Senate.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if the Sen-
ator wishes to object, that is his privi-
lege; but it has been the practice of the
Senate to proceed in the way I have sug-
gested.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Parliamentary Clerk advises the Chair
that in this case a Senator cannot ob-
ject. The Senator may make such a
motion.

Mr. TAFT. 1T still object to the re-
quest. Certainly the request must be
put. It seems to me it is not customary
to act in such a way. Very frequently
we pass bills with amendments without
requesting a conference. In fact, the
procedure is usually the other way. An
amendment is adopted and sent to the
other House; and if the other House does
not concur, it requests a conference
thereon.

It seems to me that in the present case
we should give the House of Represent-
atives an opportunity to concur in our
amendment, without requesting a con-
ference. I do not know what sort of
motion the Senator desires to make, but
it seems to me the burden is on him to
make any motion.

Mr., HILL. Mr. President, my request
was that the Senate insist on its amend-
ment, ask for a conference thereon with
the House of Representatives, and that
the Chair appoint the conferees on the
part of the Senate.

Mr. TAFT., On that question I request
&8 division. L

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator make a motion to that
effect?

Mr, HILL, I so move.
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Mr. LANGER. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
clerk will eall the roll,

The legislative clerk called the roll,
and the following Senators answered to
their names:

The

Alken Gurney Mitchell
Austin Hart Morse
Bilbo Hatch O'Daniel
Brewster Hawkes O'Mahoney
Bridges Hickenlooper Overton
Burton Hil Radcliffe
Butler Hoey Revercomb
Capehart Johnson, Colo. Russell
Capper Johnston, 5. C. Smith
Chandler Kilgore Stewart
Chavez La Follette Taft
Donnell Langel Taylor
Eastland Lucas Tobey
Ellender McCarran Tunnell
uson McEellar Tydings
Pulbright McMahon Walsh
Gerry Magnuson White
Green Maybank Wiley

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TFifty-
four Senators have answered to their
names. A quorum is present.

The question is on the motion of the
Senator from Alabama that the Senate
insist on its amendment, ask for a con-
ference with the House thereon, and that
the Chair appoint the conferees.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I do not
intend to keep the Senate long, but we
have adopted only one amendment to
the bill, and I do not know why we should
assume the House will not accept it.
The Members of the House have not had
it before them, and I see no reason why
we should request a conference, or as-
sume that there is a difference between
the two Houses. Ii seems very clear to
me that we should let the bill go to the
House, and let the House determine
whether they wish to accept our amend-
ment and ask for a conference, if a con-
ference is necessary because they do not
accept our amendment.

It is quite true that the practice in
connection with appropriation bills,
when there is a long list of differences
and when there must be a conference,
is to make such a motion, to save a little
time, but that is not the rule or the
custom in regard to other bills, and I do
not see any reason at all why we should
adopt this motion, why we should not
simply vote down the motion, let the bill
go to the House, and let the House de-
cide whether they wish to accept the
amendment. I therefore believe the mo-
tion of the Senator from Alabama should
be voted down, and on it I ask for a
division.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, it is en-
tirely within the discretion of the House
as to whether or not they want to go to
conference or want to agree to the Sen-
ate amendment. We do not determine
that question at all, and following the
procedure which we are asked to pur-
sue, we in no way affect the decision
in the House. If the House wants to
agree to the amendment, it can do so.
If it wishes to have the bill go to con-
ference, it can do so. The matter is
entirely within the discretion and power
of the House, and we do not affect them
by our action.
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Mr. CHANDLER. - Mr. President, is the
Senator’s motion that the Senate insist
on its amendment and request a confer-
ence with the House?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
motion is that the Senate insist on its
amendment, request a conference there-
on with the House, and that the Chair
appoint the conferees.

Mr. CHANDLER. If the House agrees
to the amendment, it will not be neces-
sary to have a conference.

Mr, HILL. The Senator is correct.

Mr. CHANDLER. But the conferees
on the part of the Senate would be in-
structed to insist upon the Senate
amendment,

Mr. HILL., That is correct. a

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Alabama, on which a
division has been requested.

On a division, the motion was agreed
to; and the President pro tempore ap-
pointed Mr. JounsoN of Colorado, Mr,
Hrin, Mr., DownNEY, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr.
AustiN, Mr. Bripges, and Mr. GURNEY
conferees on the part of the Senate.

STATE, JUSTICE, COMMERCE, ETC.,
APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I
move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of House bill 2603.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will state the bill by title.

The LecistaTive CLERK. A bill (H. R.
2603) making appropriations for the De-
partments of State, Justice, Commerce,
the Judiciary, and the Federal Loan
Agency for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1946, and for other purposes,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Nevada.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to consider the hill,
which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Appropriations with amend-
ments,

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of executive
business.

The motion was agreed to: and the
Senate proceeded to the consideration
of executive business.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate messages from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting two
conventions, which were referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado, from the
Committee on Military Affairs:

Sundry officers for temporary appointment
in the Army of the United States, under the
provisions of law.

By Mr. WAGNER, from the Committee on
Banking and Currency:

John W. Snyder, of Missouri, to be Federal
Loan Administrator;

James J. Caflrey, of New York, to be a
member of the Seourities and Exchange Com-
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mission for the remainder of the term ex:
piring June 5, 1945, vice Robert H. O'Brien;
and

James J. Caffrey, of New York, to be a mem-
ber of the Securities and Exchange Commis=-
sion for a term expiring June 5, 1950.

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads:

Several postmasters.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If
there be no further reports of committees
the clerk will preoceed to state the nom-
inations on the Executive Calendar.

THE JUDICIARY

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Bernard J. Flynn fto be United
States attorney for the district of Mary-
land.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of W. Bruce Matthews to be United
States marshal for the District of Colum-
bia.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the President be
notified forthwith of this confirmation.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the President will be im-
mediately notified of this and all other
confirmations of today.

POSTMASTER

The legislative clerk read the nom-
ination of Leon O. Boling to be post-
master at MéCleary, Wash.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.

THE LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, as in
legislative session, I ask the acting ma-
jority leader what the program is for
the next day or two, if he is in a position
to state.

Mr, HILL. Mr. President, we propose
on tomorrow to proceed to the consid-
eration of the appropriation bill which is
now the unfinished business. If we fin-
ish the appropriation bill in time, I shall
ask consent for the consideration of
measures on the calendar to which there
is no objection, starting at the point
where we left off at the last call,

Mr., WHITE. Does the leader have
knowledge of any other legislative mat-
ters which are to be ready within the
next 2 or 3 days?

Mr. HILL. I cannot advise the Sen-
ator as to that tonight. I shall endeavor
to advise him further tomorrow.

Mr., WHITE. Very well,

RECESS

Mr. HILL. As in legislative session, I
move that the Senate take a recess until
tomorrow at 12 o’clock noon.

The motion was agreed to; and (at
b o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate toock a recess until tomorrow,
Wednesday, April 25, 1945, at 12 o'clock
meridian.
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CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate April 24 (legislative day of
April 16), 1945:

THE JUDICIARY
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

Bernard J. Flynn to be United States attor-

ney for district of Maryland.
UNITED STATES MARSHAL

W. Bruce Matthews to be United States

marshal for District of Columbia,
POSTMASTER
WASHINGTON
Leon O. Boling, McCleary.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
TuespAaY, ApriL 24, 1945

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Reverend Dr. Joseph F. Thorning,
honorary professor of the Catholic Uni-
versity of Chile, and a fellow of the
Historical and Geographic Institute of
Brazil, cofounder and organizer of the
Inter-American Seminars at the Uni-
versity of S8an Marcos, Lima, Peru, the
University of Habana, and the National
University of Mexico, offered the follow-
ing prayer:

In the name of the Father and of the
Son and of the Holy Spirit. Amen.

Lord God, light of mankind, whose
grace will be needed in abundance in the
hour of victorious peace, look down with
eyes of favor upon the Speaker of this
House and all the Members of the Con-
gress of the United States.

Mindful of past service and inspired
with hopes for the future, we beg Thy
blessings for the President of the United
States that he, like his illustrious prede-
cessor, may continue to cherish the rich
values of inter-American friendship. .

Deeply conscious of our debt of grati-
tude to the other Americas in a war
which imperiled all freedoms, we invoke
Thy benediction upon these representa-
tives of the people who are gathered in
this celebration of Pan-American Day
in order to show their spirit of demo-
cratic brotherhood under God with their
fellow Americans of the other American
republics and Canada. Illuminate their
minds, dear Saviour, with the torch of
Thy revelation and strengthen their
wills to encourage the youth of the land
to weld the precious metal of the good-
neighbor policy into the gold of world
friendship.

This we ask through Christ our Lord,
Amen,

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R.2687. An act to grant the honorary
rank of colonel to Edward J. Kelly, major
and Superintendent of the Metropolitan
Police force of the District of Columbia.

The message also announced that the
President pro tempore has appointed Mr.
BARKLEY and Mr. BREWSTER members of
the joint select committee on the part
of the Senate, as provided for in the act
of August 5, 1939, entitled “An act to
provide for the disposition of certain
records of the United States Govern-
ment,” for the disposition of executive
papers in the following departments and
agencies:

. Department of Agriculture,
. Department of the Navy.
. Department of War.
. Federal Security Agency.
. National Archives.
. Office of Defense Transportation.
. United States Railroad Retirement
Board.
8. War Manpower Commission.

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL,
1046—CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I desireto
submit a conference report and state-
ment on the bill H. R. 2689, an act
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1946, and for other pur-
poses. It is not presently available,
although it has been agreed upon. I
ask unanimous consent that I may sub-
mit it at any time prior to the adjourn-
ment of the House today.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, re-
serving the right to object, and, of course,
I shall not, is the gentleman going to
file the report today?

Mr. TARVER. Yes.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, in
order that the House might be advised,
there has been a conference report filed
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Woobrum] which will come up as the
first order of business tomorrow. I also
desire to advise the gentleman as well
as the Members of the House that the
conference report submitted by the gen-
tleman from Georgia will be taken up
tomorrow following the action on the
conference report filed by the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. WoobruMm]1.
toMr. TARVER. That will be satisfac-

Ty.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
tll:e request of the gentleman from Geor-
gia?

There was no objection.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, a
point of order.
The SPEAEER. The gentleman will

state it.
Speaker, I

TDU B LI

Mr, COURTNEY. Mr.
make the poinf of order that a quorum
is not present. -

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
iz not present.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, I
move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names;

[Roll No. 59]
Anderson, Baldwin, N.Y, Bender
N. Mex. Barrett, Pa, Bennett, Mo,
Andresen, Barry Bland
August H, Beall Bloom
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Bradley, Mich. Hancock Rayflel
Bradley, Pa, Hartley Reece, Tenn,
Buckley Havenner Reed, N. Y,
Bulwinkle Heffernan Rich
Byrne, N. Y, Hendricks Richards
Campbell Herter Robinson, Utah
Canfield Hobbs Rockwell
Cannon, Fla, Holmes, Mass, Rodgers, Pa.
Chapman Holmes, Wash., Rogers, N. Y.
Chenoweth Howell Ryter
Chiperfield Izac Babath
Clark Jackson Savage
Clements Kefauver Shafer
Cochran Kelley, Pa. Sharp
Cole, Mo. Kerr Short
Cooley Kopplemann  Slaughter
Curley Kunkel Somers, N. Y,
D'Alesandro Latham Stewart
Daughton, Va. Luce Talle
Dawson Lynch Taylor
Dirksen McGlinchey Thomas, N. J.
Domengeaux Maloney Thomason
Doyle Manasco Vorys, Ohio
Eaton Marcantonio  Wadsworth
Fellows May Walter
Fuller Morgan Weaver
Fulton Morrison Weichel
Gardner Mott Weiss
Gillette Pace West
Gore Peterson, Fla. White
Gorskl Pfeifer Wilson
Granahan Philbin Winter
Green Ploeser Wolfenden, Pa.
Griffiths Powell Wolverton, N. J.'
Gross Price, Fla. Worley
Gwinn, N.¥Y, Quinn
Hall, Rabin

Leonard W. Rains

- The SPEAKER. On this roll call 311
Members have answered to their names.
A quorum is present.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

APPROPRIATION BILL, 1946

Mr, JOHNSON of Oklahoma, from the
Committee on Appropriations, reported
the bill (H. R, 3024) making appropria-
tions for the Department of the Interior
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1946,
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 437)
which was read a first and second time,
and, with the accompanying papers, re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union and
ordered printed.

Mr. JONES reserved all points of order
on the bill.

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Education be permitted to sit during
the sessions of the House today and to-
morrow.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from North
Carolina?

There was no objection.

PAN-AMERICAN DAY

The SPEAKER. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
JARMAN. ]

Mr. . Mr. Speaker, as we
gather y for the sole purpose of
commemorating Pan-American Day, we
o so with a spirit of sadness in realiza-
tion of the great shock and bereavement
to this country, and to the world, and
certainly to the Americas, which caused
its postponement from Saturday a week
ago, 2 days after our great President
Roosevelt was called to his well-earned
reward and rest,
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